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Prcdfinein to life is the eternal purpoſe off| © 

God, whereby ( befere the Foundations 0 | 
th: World were laid) be hath conſtantly Decreed | 
ky his Counſels. ſecret to us, to deliver from Curſe \ 
and Damnation thyſe whom he hth choſen i 
Chrift out of Mankind, and to bring them | 
Chriſt. #0 eternal Salvation, as Veiflels made t9 
Honqur 3 wherefore they which God hath indue: 
with ſo: excellent a benefit of God, becalled 2 
cording #0 Gods purpoſe by bis Spirit, working 
in due ſeaſon they, throngh Grace, obey tha 
Calling 3 they be juſtified freely, they be mas . 
Sons of Gods by Adoption, they be made like t 
Tmage of bis onely begetten Son Feſus Gif 
they walk religiouſly in good Woths,and at lengt 
by Gods mercy, they attain to everlaſting felicity 
Do&@rine of the Church of Exgland,Art.17. 


To them that are p26” by God the Father, preſerve| — 
' -7n Feſus Chrift, and called, | The Deſcription of |By 7 
Saint Or Believer ) Fude 1. ar 


»—— In quibys | fe. Eleftis ſecundum Det propoſitum He 
gatis | Dei donum eft, & incipere tredere, &* in fil þb 
vſque ad vite hujus terminum perſecerare, Aug, 
bono Perſever. c. 37. * 
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I|Sainrs Perſeverance| 


|  Aſerted inits poſitive Grounds, _ 
; _— 
1V INDICATED 


FROM ALL 


Material Exceptions 
Againſt it. 

Yy OCCASIONED ] 

By a late immodeſt Account 

of two Conferences, upon that 


{ Point, between Tho. Danſon and] 
Mr.Fer. Ives, Publiſhed by the ſaid Mr-Tves, 
| Which Account is alſo herein  ReRitied, 
and its Falſhood dete&ed,to'the jutt ſhame 
of the PUBLISHER, 
{/ Ro 


f|By Tho. Danſon,fometime Fellow — Magd. Coll. 0:x0n, | 
and Preacher of the Word at Sandwich in Kent, -P 


He that is firſt in his own Cauſe ſeemeth juſt ; 
fl but bis Neighbour cometh and ſearcheth bim, 
Prov, 18, I7. 

He. that anſwereth a Matter before he heareth wy 
it is folly and ſhame unto hymn, Verſe 13+ 
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Reader, | ; 


WF hou art ſo judiciow, as to ſte and cenſure 
it as a fault in me, t0 enter the liſts ey 
MM ſuch 4 perſon as Mr. Ives, of whom, for 
the immorality of bis Converſation, they ar 
sſhamed who agree with bim in_Opinion. At 
all Chriſtians by profeſſion bave canſe to be, for 
bis deteftable Arrianifm, 'or 4evial of the God- 


bead of Chriſt, which I am able ſifficiently t9 
ove, and of which be hatb atver ( that I know 
of ) declared bis Repentaitice: 1 willingly Jub- 
mit my Jef to thy correftion 3 yes tv exciſe what 
T cannot defend, thou mayeſt pleaſe to underſtand, 
that through the frequent inſolent Challenges of 
ſome of bis Perſwaſun ,  @ private Meeting . was 
eppoirſted for # Conference on Febr. 12. 1574» F 
wb Mr. Clayton and Mr. Jennings, tbe for- - 
mer whettof undertook to defend rhe mortplity'ef 
| A 3  - 


. the Saul; . and the latter, the. poſſibility of true 


Believers falling away totally and finally from 
Grace. _ When we were met, Mr. Clayton and 
Me. Jennings both refuſed (though preſent ) to |} 
diſcourſe with me : The firſt, Not affigning any t 
Reaſon. The ſeoond, Alledging bis diſability by} * 
a Cold, and defiring Mr. Ives might be bis $ub- » 
flitute-+ Artothe lgtter point, whom therefore I} # 
admitted, as knowing that ſhould T have refuſed, }| 4 
the man would have crowed like a Cock on bu 
Dznghill, and his Party would have gone away - 
Pp 


ſinging, Io Triumphe. And whereas, accord- 
ing. to agreement with My. Clayton and Mr, 
Jennings, I was to oppoſe, Mr. Ives would needs 
make me reſpond. . Aud very gravely. read bis 4 
Arguments out of bis Papers, which he was ſal #« 
much beholden to, . as be could not hi $7 airy onel t! 
without their aſſiſtance. - And when be bad done,f| 11 
fon > os defrred to change turns,” and become Rerl L 
wo 


nt > -be complaining of wearineſs,, I. wa #t 
Hot ungilling heyy ty bs Point once more, bes] K 
cue ula being index. (ui,. &, obliqui, I} 1 
thought the beſt mean, for the ſatisfaction of my 0 
Friends, at whoſe Reque I poilerpon, it, werel © 
abe diſcuſſing of the poſitive grounds of the Saints] |« 
Perſeverance. How Mr. Ives demeaned bimſelf] © 
all that know him, though abſent, can tell as per+ *« 
fedlly as they that were preſent. *Ti no News t: 
ther, that he interrupted me in the midit of « 
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Sentence, pretending he knew what 1 way about 
20 ſay 3 nor that he made frequent Diverfioms, by 
Addreſſes to the People, many of whom there- 
to Þ fore call'd often on him to turn about to his Ay+ 
ty | tagoxiſt , and told him, He came not to diſpute 
y | with them, but with Mr. Danſon 3 #or that be 
be | world nut repeat the Arguments, when he was 
TI Reſpondent, but now and then at his own liſt; 
4, and when he did, would bear me down, and ma- 
bis ny others, Reverend Miniſters, and private Chri- 
ay ftians, That my Proof was not dire to the 
d-J Propofition by bim denyed;, and wonld often re+ 
ſr, | peat them in words quite contrary to mine, 4nd 
drÞj yet ont-face ws all, that be did his Opportent right. 
if And this indeed. was bis. cartiage from firſt to 
fol Taft, more or Iſs 3 So that it ſeems to me, either 
that be bath not read or not underſtood or through 
| the freedome of, his will, hath diſobeyed the 
4 Difiates of bis underſtanding. That paſſage of 

tbe Publiſher of H»ard's Gods Love co Man- 
| kind, inthe Epijtle to the Reader, It any (hall 
q uſe railing Speeches, or unneceſſary Diverſi- 
ons from the Cauſe, I ſhall ever interpret that 
4 to be a ſirong fign of a weak Caufe; or at 
leaſt, I (hall think it to be an argument of an 
cbſtinate mind ; who neither knoweth how 
x4 to yield to the Trugh, nor yet to defend his 

4 Errour.. On tbe ſecond of March, ' Mr. Ives 
"o wrote a Letterto me (mich is ſince printed}; 
he ip 
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ive bim a "meeting, that our Conferences mig 
F. "publiſhed by. mutual conſent , - which 
tight well have wondered at, had not my oy 
experience aſiur d me, that heis more bold then 
waſe.z which motion Trcjcaed, as baving ſo mean 
an Opinion of my own Abilities, as not #0 think 
any thing of mine ( much leſs ſuch a rambling 
Diſcourſe,as through his default that was.whicl 
T bad with him) wortby of Publick View. Tet 
hath he publiſhed an impartial Account of onrf 
Diſcourſes, as be pretends , but whether it b 
Jo.or no 1 appeal to the Notes or Memories of the 
Auditors, from whom IT knore it had been eaſie t 
procure @ Teſtimonial but that I judged it 20: 
great au Honour to ſuch a man as Mr. Ives 3 
knoxn. to be, to ſuppoſe it probable, that any dif: 
creet perſon ſhould take all he ſayes for Goſpel. | 
ſhall. therefore onely requeſt any that judge it 
worth while, to have ſatisfqfion 4s to matter 
Fad, but to enquire of theſe Reverend Miniſters, 
(viz. ) My. Chrittopher Fowler, Mr. Luffe, 
AT-. Farſons, Mr. Waddeſworth , Mr. Tho. 
Vinccnt, .Mr. Maddox,My. Veal, My. Peachy, 
Mr. Charles Morton, Mr. Carllake,' | beſides 
others, whoſe Names at preſent occur not | and 
tbcſe ſober private Chriſtians, My. Summers. 
Mr. t-rihing, Mr. Jeftseys , Inbabitants off . 
Southwark 3 My. Parkhurli, My. Anion,-Ci- 
#2cxs of. London, [| with others; 2ag many ts 
h. enume- 
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_ enumerate ] who were'preſens at one "or beth our 
Diſcourſes. And they will atteſt bow often -F 
«was forced to hold my Tongue through bis cla- 
.mour 3 bis ftentorian Voice' drowning mine, that 
Feould not be beard, when it was my turn #0 
:fpeak, how often he wonld needs makg me father 
ibis brats IT mean, acknowledge theſe words for 
; mine, which indeed were his own, &%c.. The 
Publication of our Conferences hath laid me un- 
"der a kind of neceſſity of | Replying. 'T ſay, 2 
kind of necetlity, becauſe I bave indeed fo ms- 
deft 'a confidence of my own Reputation, when 
jt in competition with Nr. Ives's, as that" I 
could, withont ſolicitude about the event, baue 
fl left the World wits liberty of belief, which of 
of us Two is the Lyar, ' and have thowght filence the 
fitteſt Anſwer. - But that which chiefly indaeed 
th me to Reply, is the opportnuttty put into my hands - 
fff - to clear up. this Point of Saints perſevertnce filly 
fl and ſuccinly, in balf a dizen Sheets, ' which 
te none barb -done that I know of in our Language 5 
of ' Mr. Pryn hath handled the Argument it large 
yi  Qrarto, Dr, Kendall and Dr. Owen 11 \Folzo. 
ei - And 1 intend not to detraft from thoſe © Authors 
wal wortb': but T know that the price of #hoſe Books 
rs. hinders #be buying 3 and their Bulk,, the reading 
offf - of them by private Chyiftians, for whoſe uſe I 
iy intend this Di(conrſe. 
to} Tha wot given a particular account of all 
Th thit 


_ tbay was diſcourſed, but onely of what was 4r- 
- £umentative 3 nor indeed bath Mr. Ives, as niay 
eaſly be judged by the bulk of bis Baok, compar'd 
. with the time ſpent 3n the Conferences, which was 
 woleſs then three Hours and an half in the firſt, 
and four Hours and an half in the ſecond ;, bit 
_ inſtead thereof, hath, with the Bear, licked bis 
Cubs into a better ſhape then they had at their 
| Birth- And. T therefore forbear it, beeauſe 1 
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Jndge the World is not like to be a jot the wiſer 


far the knowledge of it, unleſs the ſight of rude- 
_ neſs and impertinency in their natural deformity, 
may deter men from ſuch unmanlyVices. But I 
have given a true account of all the more mate- 
rial Exceptions againſt the Saints Perſeverance, 
and added divers Arguments for the proof of it, 
which I bad intended to have nrged, had not I 
been prevented. T have alſo taken notice of the 
Appendix, . and vindicated our Dodrine from the 
charge of Novelty and Antinomianiſm, 

To conclude, Thou who art a true' Believer, 
canſt not chuſe but value the Truth bere contended 
for,and eſteem it 2 vich Cordial,ts be aſſur'd1bat 
thaugh thou mayeſt loſe Florem. yet thon canſt not 
loſe Radicem, 7. c. the Flower, not the Root 3 
the ſenſe of Grace, not Grace it ſelf z the AA.not 
the Power : When once thou art a Member of 
Chriſt, there may be a benuming that may bin- 
der the influence of Blood aud Spirits, but ſo s - 
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ſhall never be gangren'd, it ſhall never die again 3 
There may be a Cloud on you, but the San ſhall 
never ſet on you 5 to borrow the words of that ſo- 
lid prafiicat Divine, .Dr. Preſton, Of New 
Creature, Serm. 5. pag. 423. What a woeful 
caſe muſt thou needs be in, if God were onely in- 
gaged not to throw thee down ;, but not to bold 
thee up. The inſtances of Man's and Angels de- 
feion are too freſh in memory to be denyed ; and 
an argument irrefragable.to evince the poſſibility of - 
a true Believers Apoſtacy, if God ſhould be but 8 _ 
Spefiator, and uot intereſs bimſelf as aparty in 
the quarrel between him aud his ſpiritual Ad- 
verſaries. Bleſs God therefore for the immutable 
Purpoſes and Promiſes of being the finiſher of 
that Faith, whereof be hath been the Author : 
And if thou reapeſt any benefit by this Diſcourſe, 
recompence his pains by thy Prayers, who ac- 
counts it bis Honour to be 


April 15. An Helper of thy joy, 
1672, 


Tho. Danſon. 


Being 
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Eing met, Mr. Tves propoſed the 
Queſtion 1 in theſe words, Whether the 
Dofirine of ſome true Believers, falling 
away totally and finally, be true? 1 
anſwered i in the Negative. "_ 

Mr. Tves offercd to prove it thus | 

Arg- 1+ It the Dodtrine of the impoſſibily 
of any rue Believers falling away totally and 
finally from Grace be falſe, then the Do@trine 
of the poſhibility of ſame. true Believers fal- 
ling away totally and finally is true 3 but the 
former is falie, Ergo the latter is true, I de- 
nyed the minor, which he endeavoured. to _ — 
prove thus, It the DoEtrine of the impoſlibi- & 
lity of any true Believers falling away, &c. | 
be true, then it ought to be believed, Bue 
it ought not to be believed, Ergo it is not 
true. I denyed the minor, which Mr; ue 

went abut to prove thns 3... 

Whetſoever fins any are commanded not 
to do, and. cantzoned. to, fear thedoing, of, 
they ought not to belicve i is impoſhbleto. he 
done ; But falling away totally and finally, is 


a in 


a fin that true Believers are commanded not 


todo, and/are cautioned to fear the doing of, 
Ergo true Believers ought not to believe that 
it 1s impoſlible for them to fall away totally 
and finally. 

To. which I Anſwer. That many things 
might be objected againſt the major and com> 
cluſion, as that true Believers was not in the 
minor denyed, which he put now into his 
concluſion. And in his major, I told him, That 
we diſtinguiſhed of impoſſibility ſimple and ab- 
ſolute, and ex hypotheſt, or ſuppoſition of ſome 
other thing intervening. And that' what we 
are cautioned to fear the doing of, may be 
impoſſible to be done, by reaſon of the Di- 
vine Decree, or Promiſe, though otherwiſe 
poſſible, &c. | All this Mr. Ives left out in 
his account of the Conference, and relates on- 
ly my denial cf the major. | Many other 
things I might obje&, but 1 torbear, becauſe 
E would' not ſeem to cavil at ſmall Faults, 
Mr. Ives proceeded'to prove the major thus, 
If 'the Scripture no where commands the 
not doing, -nor cautions us to fear the doing 
of that which is impoſhble to be done 3 then 


my majbr is true. But the Sctipture no where , 


comiriands the not doing, nor cautions: us tO 
fearthe doing of that which is impoſſible to 
be- done; Ergo my major is true. 1 denyed 
me | his 
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his mixor3 after T had firſt repeated it, Mr, 
Tves (aid, It was an wniverſal Negative, and 
therefore could not be proved. IT Replyed, 
That it 'was a miſtake in him ſo to think. 
F And fince our debate, it came intomy mind 
that Mr. Tves having, *tis like been ſometime 
or other ona: Jury, and obſerving that a'ne- 
gative Teſtimony in matter of Fa& is not 
admitted (but in unuſual caſes ) againſt the 
Atﬀtidavitz apprehends there is the like reaſon 
of negative Propoſition. | But however, 
gave him, at his defire, an inftaxce in the fir 
againſt the Holy Ghoft, which is 'impoflible to 
be done by ſome to whom the Command and 
Cautionis given, ( viz.) to true Believers. - To 
which Mr. Tves Replyed, We are paſt that 
now. for we are out of the term, True Be- 
lievers, and read over his Argument again 
out of his Note-Book, which it is to no pur- 
pole for me-to repeat. | The Reader may 
view them, I appeal toany perſon of under+ 
{tanding, 'whether 1t was not proper for me 
to the inftance of the fin, to fubjoyn an in- 
ſtance of ſome perſons to whom it was im- 
poflible to be done, or committed. | 
Mr. Ives fecond Argument was this, 

-. Arg-2.1t thoſe that are partakers of the Di- 
wine Nature tmay fall away totally and- finally 
then-forne true-Belicvers may fall away totak 


i ly 


41] EY 
, ly-and: fmally from Grace : 'But the former is 
true, Ergo the latter. © I denyed the mixor,that 
they who —_—_ of the Divine Nature may 
fall away,ſuppoling (I told him) that he took 
the phraſe in the ſenſe of the Apoſile; 2 Per. 

I. 5- Toprove which, he argued thus z 

If they that. are partakers of the Holy 
Ghoſt may fall away totally and finally, then 
they that are partakers of the Divine Nature 
may (o fall away. But the former is tre, 
Ergo the latter. 1 1aKin denyed his conſce- 
guencez which he aſſayed to confirm thus, 
If co partake of the Holy Ghoſt, be to partake 
2 of the Divine Nature then it follows, That 
| if he thatis partaker of. the Holy Ghoſt may 
fall away, he that partakes of the Divine Na- 
ture. may fall away. But the firſt is true, 
Ergo — 
| J denyed his minor, which therefore he at-+ 
A tempted to confirm thus, It the Nature of 
4 the Holy. Ghok be a Divine Nature; then they hw 

that. partake of the Holy Ghoſi, partake of | 
the DivineNature, But the former is true, Ergo 
'the latter ; I denyed his conſequence. | As 
for his additional Note, that to deny this cony 
ſequence, is, As much as if a man ſhould ſay, 
The Wiſdom that 1s from above 15 @ Divine Wiſ- 
dome; and yet ſay, That be that partakgs of the 
Wiſdom which i: from above; doth ust partake 
= of 
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| 7 As" : 
| of the Divine Wiſdon. | Latifiver} "There's 
| not par ratio, for i arp of Wiſdom from 
above and Divine Wiſdom note the ſame thing, 
(viz. ) the Original or Deſcent of Wiſdom. 

Whereas partaking of the Holy Ehoft, notes 

cortmon Gifts or Graces 3 partaking of the Di- 

| || vine Natare, ſpecial Grace,} in the places under 
| | debate. | 

Mr. Ives would prove his Conſequence, Be- 
cauſe they that partake of the Holy Ghoſt; 
+ Þ partake of nothing elſe but what 1s the Divine 
Nature. Which I denyed, and told him, 
That that phraſe noted 'the common Gifes, 
* | whereof the Holy Ghoſt is the Author, Heb. 
6.3. or the extraordiary 'Gifts, as Tongues, 
&c. for which I quoted, As 2:4. and Chap. 
19, 6, | 

Then he proved his mor thus , Becauſe 
the partaking of the Holy Ghoſtand' of the 
Divine Nature is one and' the ſame thing; 
hich I denyed, for though the receiving/of 
the Holy Ghoft,as to its Gifts and Graces,tmay 
de found in the fame Subject, yet they ate not 
erms of the ſame import 3 nor are the Gifrs 
and Graces the ſame thing, any more then 
ogick and the Mathematicks are the fame 
\rc or Science, though found in the fame 
Perſon; or that Bezaleel and Aboliabs skill-in 
orkmanſhip of Gold, 8c. And the Graces 

B 


of 


of the Ipirit, -Faith,: Love, &c, are the ſame 
thing, -becavſc alcribe@ to: the Hely Ghoſt, as 
their efficient. .Here Mr. Ives multiplyed 
wards to no purpolg z as if any one would [a- 
tisfhe himſelf , \ he may find pag. 15. of his 
Book, and at length deriyed what he had of- 
ten affumed, (viz. ).that partaking of Gitts 
and Graces were the ſame thing, but pre} 
tended that. they were one participation, 1 C 
Eff:&s.of the ſame efficient, as T underſiand 
hismeaning 3 which I granted, and. no Bo-fſ 
dy denies» At lenge he urged this Argu- 
ment, If the Holy, Gholt io its extraordinar) 
Gifts be promiſed to, none , but thoſe tha 
have. the ordinary Gifts and Graces _ of 
it 5. then.,none can partake of the Hol 
Ghoſt in the greater , that doth not par 
take of him in. the leſs; But the former is 
true, Ergo the latter. To the minor, I an 
ſwered; That ſixifly there was no promiſe 
of therg; at all, but a PrediGion.onely ; or. 1 
we, would.call that, Feel 2.28. .a Promiſe, it 
was to the viſible Church indefinitely, whic 
cantiſts of viſible Belicvers; and many wher 
of axe only viſible. Here was a great alter 
cation about a Promiſe gy Tos, exprelly tc 
viſible Believers z which, I told him, was no 
neceflary,begaulc in promiles of ſuch a nature : 


4 


as that; Foel 2.28. Many tj 


S. 1 t. partake 'of 
the benetic that were. onely valible/Beligvetse 
| And that it was not ſufficient ground: to 
judge all the perſons that had thele extraore - 
dinary , Gifts Believers,” becauſe call'd ſuch 
for Simon Magas was call'd a Believer whillt be 
was not truly ſuch. | Here note a double miſs 
} xcport of Mr. Ives, pag: 25, 26. Thathefayts 
al 1 faid, Simon Maggs recieved the Holy Ghaſhy 
of 42d that all the Promiſes are mad4 #0 vifible' Ber 

lievers as ſuch ; Whexeas I ſpake onely of ſuch 
Promiſes, as that of Foel 2. of extraordinary. 
but common Gifts, and that. Sitlon Magus 
J might have received the Holy Ghoſt. in its extray 
vl 0r4inary Gifts, for any limisg#hon that wearih 
the Promiſe. } { To what I (aid then, 1 ſhall 
onely,add, That, Math.7.21,23.,and Nunihs 
24+ 4,5. plainly enough aflert ; That thofe 
iſ that have not the ordinary Graces of the: Spi= 
© xit, tmay pattake of the extraordinary'Giits ot 
| Propheſying, &o. ] |, 1 
Arg. 3- If all choſt chat havethe, Cha4 
raGFers.ot true Believers, mentighed. 40 Hebs 
6-5,6,' may fall away totally.and finally , 
eolf (len true Believers may tall away totally.and 
"of tially 3 buc the korcmer 15 true, Ergo the lat- 
' cer; LI denyed the conſequence. ; {jAnd. I 
{ will now add arealon of it, becaulent pro- 
'J 6224s upan: this ſuppoſition,; that 1t All rxue 
— T—_ B 2 _ Believers 
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Believers arc inlightned, &c. then all that are 
inlightned are true Believers 3; which is as bad'Þ}. 
ariargument as .this, in allufion to Mr. Ives 
former and prefent Trade: All the Box- 
Makers and Cheeſe-Mongers in the City of 
London are Freemen, Ergoall the Freemen in 
in the City of London are Box-Makers and' 
Cheeſe-Mongers. ] Mr. Fes proceeded to* 
prove his conſequence : If all thofe Chara&-'F 
ers be-appliable to none but true Believers, ||: 
then the conſequence follows : But they are 
appliable to none but true Believers, Ergo— 
\ - denied his minor, and demanded a proof; 

which he gave thus, If the Scripture applies 
thoſe CharaQers to none but true Believers, 
then my minor is true, But the Scripture ap- 
plies them to-none but ttue Believers, Ergo--- 
To which I anfwer'd, by denying his. conſe- 
quences for it follows not that they are not 
applicable to any others, becauſe they are nor} 
aQually applicd, | which Anſwer Mr. Ives 
hath omitted ] and by denying the minor, 
whercupon he urged. for an inſtance of one 
place of Scripture, where all theſe CharaQ- 
6rs are given to one perſon zn terminis, Or in 
the-very ſame terms. To which I Replicd, 
That the term belzeving, frequently applied tof - 
Perſons, not true Believers, includes all the 
CharaQtcrs here mentioned 3+ and that 1 —_ 
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I ſhew him by parts where they are applied.co 
= thoſe that were not true Believers. Mr.Ives 


anſwered, That would not do, becauſe" he 
er | that hathone Vertue may be no true Believer, 
X"'0 &Replyed, Not as he reports my words non- 
of ſenſically, I take Perſons that are extraordina> 
My rity indowed from above; But thus , That F 
id ſpeak, not of vertuous Perſons, or morally good, 
Io but of thoſe that are indued with Grace from 
" | above. After adeal of Conteſt, I inftanced 
5» | in the term 3nlightmed, and ſhewed, That the 
IC J thing intended by it,is in another term,( vie} 
u believing or knowing, applyed to thoſe that are 
"> F not true Believers, Fobn 17. 21, 23- (viz. ) 
GY to the World in this place, op to-trug 
+ | Believers. Chriſt prays for p 3 Converſion 
P” Nf of thoſe that weregiven to him3- and ſpeaks 
"of the Conviction of the World,-as an 'end 
that might be obtained thereby. I urged als 
fo Fobn 1. 9. Whence I urged,;that that uni» 
| verſal Light could not import a {pirttualil- 
lamination. |[ The Contradicion he would 
faften upon me to what I have _ from 
"| that Text againſt the Quakers . 36: Of 
my Quakers Folly, 1s ruth bs thine it der 
ſerves a Smile,rather then an Anſwer,Liet them 
judge that can, by comparing that «pad: 
with pag- 43+ and 44, 45. of Mr. Ives Booky' 
I alſo urged x Fobn 5. 1. compar'd- wikh 
; | B 3 Luke 
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Lake 4747 .\In the latter whereof the Devil 


are ſaid to know that great - Do&rine; That 
Feſus ir the Chrift-which/in the tormer place is 
made aCharacterofone born of God. Whenee 
L infer'd;that all inlightning is not a Character 
of .a tre Believer, unlc(s the Devil be! a. true 
Believer. f All this explication: Mr. Ives bath 
omitted.  - 383 ah 
Thenext paſſage (though not inorder in 
the Texc) which Mr. Joes urged, was, renew 
tg by repentance, of the application of which 
paflage to any that was not a true Believer. 
To which-I anfwered, That it »was not ne» 
ceflary' to produce thoſe very terms, Repen- 
garice is-alcribed to thoſe that were not true 
Believers, as Ahab, Fudas, &c. As for the 
”— renewing, that though it is frequently 
pplyed to true Believers, yet there is no in- 
convenience in underſtanding it in this-place; 
of a common work of -the Spirit bf ' God, 
which hath the fame name with the- ſpecial 
work, becaufe of ſome fimilitude. As Saul 
is faid to be "turncd into another wan, 1 Sam» 
ro. 6. I urged allo Fude 12. which Mr. 
Iver hath barely quoted, without my gloſs 
on 3t, Trees twice dead, placked up by the roots ; 
In regard of their natural ſtate , which 1s a 
death in fin, and thefr Apoſtacy, or looſing 
of what goad was in them, which carried the 
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*P pearance of the in; of 1s OI 3 
d plucked wp by the fe Hy 
oned as part of tht Verſe, but fajd y CK fo, 
"The next Phraſe is, IT Ming. of be Ss 
of the World to came, of whic E pave”'F; 
for an inſtance}* As 24-25.” For or . patt of 
the Powers of the Wotld to cqme, is' x ditad? 
fal ſenſe and apprehenfion of't fury Judy: - 
ment threatngd i in the Goſpel a be 
Jevers. *| As for Mr. Ives additl ol 
That taſting of 'the Powers of tbe World. }o Rraic 
*N muſt be limited to ſuch a raft, as mahes the 
- | Zafter to bein love with rebat he rg, 5 gratis 
, difium. Fox taſting 1s applye evil 
. | #5 well asgood, Hb 2.9. Hit & aid 'tq 
taſte death. And for Mr. Tve's fandy;, that 
YY the Perſons 7 ſpoken of might have badfy 4 
= 4 taſte (vi7.) of terror, 4s Felix bad, if . No 
\ bad fallen away, but not 3f they bad wot * 7 
1 £E wotider to me; he ſhould forget thar F «ix 
F bittifelf was fo far from having fallen away, 
that he did but now'begin to fiand, I miean, 
this terror was the firſt effe4 of common by 
o; | victions in him, and often feparated trom a 
Grace at all. And *tis much tome he fhoulg be 
ignorant, that ſome degree of trembling at the 
Word is made 4 Charadter of a godly erfc » 
5 Þ 1[2.66,;2 . |] We proceeded to the aft of the go 
Word of God > tor inftance whereot, EY 
B 4 Maths 
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Marth. 13- 20,21. Mark 6.20. Luke 14-15 
Of which places, which I onely named, that 
we might diſcuſs them : Mr. Ives took notice |]. 
onely of the laſt, whence I obſerved, That 
he was txanſported with joy at the Narration 
which Chriſt made. of the happine(s of the 
future State , who. was a. Phariſce, and to 
whom particularly Chriſt dirc&ed that Para- 
blez ., The ſcope whereof is to ſhew, That 
they who were call'd outwardly to the parti- 
cipation, of the, henchts of the Goſpel, miſs'd 
of chem, for want of a through compliance 
with that Call. .' 


* Tv this Mr. Ives Replycd, That they that 
were hidden did not tafte of the Supper. And} 


I rejoyned, that the not zaſting, verſe 27: is 
conſiſtent with the zafte, which thoſe words, 
werſe 15.. do import, For the former intends 
a-miſling of the benefits offer'd in the Goſ- 

el ; the latter, ſome flaſhy joys in the appre- 
enſion of a polhble benefit. And the man- 
ner of Chriſt's Speech ſeems to. be a tacite ex: 
\ probration of him, like that, Lake 11. 27, 2%. 
eſe Paſſages Mr. ves hath omitted. } 
Mr. Tves proceeded thus, - ht 
Arg: 4 Phey are true Believers'that hay 
. clean eſcaped the Pollutions of the- World 
through the knowledge of Chriſt :, But ſo 
ſuch may fall away totally and fina)ly, Ergoſj 
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ſore true Believers may fallaway totally ' w; 
finally. To which I 613% ly any '"M 
Argument was not right in for ;, for he put 
the Subje& of the Queſtion into the mgjor,and 
the Predicate into the minor. His Argument 
ought to run thus, They that have eſcaped 
the Pollutions of the World, &e. may. fall 
away, &c. They that have eſcaped the Pol- 
lations of the World, &c. are true Believers. 

Erz0 ſome true Believers may fall away total 

ly and finally. [I add, that if his major 

and minor being indefinite Propoſitions, are par- 

ticularzthen'the Syllogiſm is talſe,according to 
af the old Rule, Syllogizars non eft ex particulari. ] 
nd}. If they be aniverſal, then by a fimple.con- 
is verſion of the minor, (the terms being con- 
Is, vertible according to his ſenſe.) from thoſe 
ds premiſes may an univerſal Affirmative be 
| rightly deduced (which he all along declin'd}; 
e-| thus the Argument ſtands in the firſt Figure, 
n-F All that have eſcaped the Polluticns of #þc 
x-| World, &c. may fall away, &c. All true-Re- 
lievers have eſcaped. the Pollutions . of the 
World, &c. .Ergo all trye Believers may: fall 
away, &c. -\\ 

At length, not knowing how to mend the 
form, though- I gire&ed him, be put his 
Syllogiſm into an \Hypoth.- form 3, 1. thoſe 
gol that have clean eſcaped. the Pollutiong,, 

| Ro 
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&c. (as before p may fall away then, true 
. Belieyets may fall away : But ſuch may, Ergo 
truc ' Believers may. I denyed the. conte- 
quence, becauſe to eſcape the Poltutions, &c, 
35 not 2 Delctiption onely of true Believers :* 
Mr. Tves attempted ro, prove it, becauſe, that 
ality | Coors I ſuppoſe , he would 
Have faid Þ'is applicable” ro none but true 
Behevers which being denyed, he proved 
thus ; If that quality be applicable to any but 
Crue Believers, then either to'Hypocrites, or 
Prophane Perſons; Butto neither, Ergo — ' 
To his minor, Tanſwered, That it was ap- 
Plicable to Hypocrites : Againſt which An- 
wwer, Mr. Tver' urged, That if fo, then an 
 Hypocrite may be tree from the Pollutions of 
whe World, in the midft of his' Hypocriſie 3 
*which Igranted, in the fenſe of the Text un- 
der debate, 2 Pet. 2.20. Then. he urged, 
that if ſo, Hypocriſie is not a Pollution of the 
"World : 1 denyed the Connexion , becauſe 
tis meant but of groſs Pollutions, that thele 
perſons had eſcaped: And that the terms be- 
Yg, indefinite, F and in materia contingents, 
which Clauſe Mr. Tves hath lett out,, as not 
underſtanding it,'1 know, |] they were but 
particular, 'not' of all ; but ſome Pollutions, 
"which a perſon'may be free from, whillt- he 
is tainted with othcrs.” Then Mr. Toes call'd 
LIE {Or 
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for a Greek Teſtament, to ſte what the Greet 
word'is, that is rendred clean, 2 Pet. 2.1% 
Note, though ic be no matter of mornent, 
to ſhew the tdelity of 'Mr. Þve's Report. 
Mr. Toes fayes, a Friend of mine pulPd out 2 
Greek Teſtament, and read the word ovTos$, 
and - rendred#t as he had done before realy 
truly;whereas upon Mr. Tves calling for leek 
Tettargent, and miy-Friend, an ingenious 
young Sthollar, Mr. Glaſcock. tendring it me, 
I ſaid, -it needed not , tor 1 remembred thi 
word, and its ſignification. } Then Mr. Tvet 
call'd for an' iftavce; I gave him that of <# 
Pharilces, Luke 18. 11, 12: Matth-23.25,000, 
To which he anſwer'd, That they that werk 
' neither juſt, mercifulnor faithful, were: not 
free from the groſs Pollutions of the World. 
To which 1 Replyed, That what ever they. 
did cohtrary to the Laws of Mercy, Juftice, 
&c. they did with fuch cunning, that it did 
vet appear tothe World. For it — 
imagin'd,that Chrift ſhould affirm, that th | 
perſans were-outwardly righteous, a8 he does 
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Matth.'23. 28. who werc openly and vilbly - 2. 


guilty ot- ſuch Miſcarriages. / 

Mr. Tves Replyed;- Fhat thoſe men, 2'Pef. 
2.20, had cfcaped from thoſe- that Hved ifi 
Error 3-and how could that be, if -they Hived 

Inthe greateſi Error; '(viz.) 'Hypoerifie: 1 
IcjoY+ 
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rejoyned, that they could not at the ſame be 
iley of Hypocrifie, and-yet free from it; 
_ they might be pe. in Hypocrifie, 
and yet freed from external gro($ fins. Again, 
that 'tis not ſaid,; they were clean eſcaped from 
Error, hut from them that lived in Error, i. c. 
changed their Company, or ſorted with Be- 
lievers, which they might do, and yet' re- 
main Hypocrites, Mr. Ives demandeg, how 
then their latter end coxld be worſe then their be- 
ginning. I anſwer'd, Becauſe open Sins do 
openly diſhonor Chriſtianity z whence Atha- 
nefins wiſhed, Utinem onnes efſent Hypocrit eg 
FYould to God all men were Hypoerizes. | This 
pallige, wich ſome others immediately before, 
r. Ives hath omitted. ] As to.Mr. Tve's, 
—_—_ 7 en Note, (90e Hypoerites cannot be in a 
worſe condition, by appears uly prophane. 
I Anſwer, They DH ES the 
open diſhonour done to Religion, but becauſe 
alſo their profaneneſs isa Sin againſt Know- 
e, and foadds weight to their Chains, 
and heats their Furnace hotter. See Fames 
4-17. Luke 12-49. Eor though Hypocriſic 
" fingly may be worfe then profaneneſs in ſome 
reſpects, yet the profanenels of an Hypocrite 
35 the worſt profancneſs. At length, I gave 
Paul for an inſtance, of one that had eſcaped 
the Pollutions of the Woxld , whilſt yet he 
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was an Hypocrite (viz. before he was.con- 


verted, + About which many words. were 
ſpent the ſum was, that either he was a true 
Reliever, or Profane, or an Hypocrite : Nor 
the firſt, for we ſuppoſe him unconverted'y/ 
nor the ſecond, as appears As 26. 5. 'Ergo 
the third, [ all which Mr. Iver omits ] which 
I proved from the CharaQer given of the 
Body 'of the Jews, Rom. 9:31, 32.' and: acs 
knowledged by himſelf, as agreeing ro him; 
Phil. 3. 7+ (viz.)) that they mixed their own 
Righteouſneſs with the Meſi#b's ,, whom, as _ 
to come, 'they profeſſed to believe ini” And 

to what Mr. Ives Obje&ed, That Pax ayes; 
He did what he did with an honeſ'mind; be- 
fore his Converſion,and fo was no Hypocrie. 
I anſwer'd, There _ bea moral integrity 
in an unconverted perſon, alledging, Gen. 20: 
5, 6. Abimelech, an Heathen, and difiinguiſh- 
ed of Hypocrites ;. that though all agree in 
having an appearance of chat Grace which 
they want, yet ſome delign' to appear what 
they neither 'are, nor care to bez others are 
miſtaken in themfelves,. aud make account 
they are what they are nor, for which latter 1 
quoted Fames 1.22, 26, And of this latter 


ſort was Row). - 


| 52 Wilts 
Arg- 5- And laſt, was this; , grounded on 
” 2 Cor. 9.27. what Paul aled all diligence to 
prevent the coming to.pals of, might pothbly 
come to pals : Byt Peyl uſed all diligence toi 
prevent his falling away- totally and finally, 
Ergo his falling away totally and tinally was 
pothible to come.to.pafs: I an{wer'd to his 
major, that which is polhble in its own na- 
ture, there being a real hazzard in the nature 
of the thing, may yet becorne irppolille as to 
the event”, by ſomething intervening. . T9 
which he. Replyed: nothing, but asked mie, 
whether Poul knew this event impothible 2 
Iafhemed:it, whereupon|he urged, that/then 
1t -was.invain for him to keep -him&lf out of 
the danger. And I Replyed, That if, was not 
in vain, becauſe God hath in his}Decree joyns« 
ed the end and means, and the Command of 
God. is, obeyed, which fure is a good end 
propoled by us in the ufe of means, though 
we might ſuppoſe the benefit obtainable withs+ 
' Git that uſe, To confirm the former branch 
of my Anſwer, I-inftanced in Gods Promiſe, 
of. lengthening out Hezzkzabs life fifteen years, 
Ifz. 38. 5. and yet obliging hintoaſe-a Plais 
tier of Figs to cuxe his. Boy], verſe 25, A wor> 
thy Minitter Mr. Luffe, who now, and-theny 
(as Mr. Tves (ayes) interpoſed, to diſcover his 
abſurd method of arguing , alledged that 
| other 
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| ochegiohangeof- Poul, As 27, 22, 31, And 


whereas Mr. Tves ſuppoſes Mr. Laffes Anſwer 
ro his Queſtion, what if they hdd leapt over- 
board ? ( 23z-) that then they had 'been 
drowned, a granting of what was contended 
for 3 the conitrary is evident, by what is ſaid 
above. We cencluded all, with another in- 
tepretation of the word &Nowyos , rendred 
in our Tranſlations @ caſt- away 3 which figni- 
fies alſo diſapproved, or blame-worthy, for not 
raifang his own DoGrine, - Here Mr. Joes 
[opt a great. pudder, that either my firſt T 
terpretation of being @ caſt-away. | whi 
yet I did not fo interpret; but conceded his 
Interpretation of it,as not harting our Caule, 
was true or fallez if true, why Fa I not keep 
to it? if falſe, why did Jalledge it * And 
makes an additional Note, that by this inter- 
pretation, I grant his major. To his Qieſti- 
on, I anſwered, That I conceded the hilt in- 
terpretation, becauſe our Engliſh Tranſlation 
was defenſible. And yet I alledged the lat- 
ter, as being warranted by the. Greek, and 
taking of any Argument from thence by his 
Party. Andto his additional Note, I Anſwer, 
Thar .if I had at firſt interpreted the Greek 
word diſapprozed, or. blame-worgby i,. then I 
would not have denyed his major, what Pat 
uſed all diligence to prevent, might-come to 
= . ©, ply 
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7 iligence to prevent his falling away totally 
ail finally. Thould. have ſaid, that accord- 
ing to the lirie of this interpretation, Pal uſed 
Ailigence to walk fo, as riot to diſpleaſe God, 
nor be a ſhame to that Goſpel, of which he 
was not aſhamed. What Mr, Ives hath got by 
this Note,he may put in his Eyes, and ſee ne- 
ver the worſe: [End of the firſt Conterence.] 


_ 


'T Aving finiſhed my Anſwer to Mr, Toe's 
A. K Arguments, for the Saints falling away 
totally * and finally from Grace : I ſhall add 
other Argutnents,'which the Arminians urge, 
for the confirmation thereof, The firtt 
Scripture I ſhall reply to, is Ezek, 18. 24, 25. 
But when the Righteous turneth away from bis 
righteouſneſs , aud committeth iniquity , and 
doth according to all-the abommatious that the 
wicked man doth, ſhall belive ? Ofc. "JT 

To which place we except in'general. ' 

Exc. 1. That the righteous man' here {po- 
ken of is not a truly righteous man, Or true” Be- 


obtain igs end. _ |; | 
\ 1. Thathe 1s oppoſed to a wicked man. 
Keply, So is the Righteous ' tO Sinners , 
"Math. 9.13. I am not come (fayes Chriſt) to 
*call the Righteous, but Sinners to repentance > 
which 


hab, birt his #vinor, (vis.) But Px} uſed alt | 
Ii 


lizver, nor does what they produce” for proof F 
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| which/is ſpoken? of the Phaſes, yerke bs, 
j | who did outwardly, appear. righteous. unto, 
- | cen, Chap. 23. 28, which outward, ap ppear- 
{ | ance was ground enotigh for that dehomina- 


tion of righteous. 

'2. That the wicked man*whom Exell 
ſpeaks of, was truly wicked ;. therefore the 
rightebus man he ſpeaks of rtiult be truly 
righreous. 

Reply 1. Math. g. 13. Before alledged, an- 
ſwers. this Argument : The Publicans and 
Sinners' (viz.) open debauched'Perſons,were, 
fruly Sinners; yet were not the Phgriſccs tris 
ly righteous. 

Rep. 2. We' retort upon then) hat the 
Text ſpeaking, of a wicked 'man, "as viſibly 
wicked, therefore the righteous man may gd 
aderſtood of him that 1s viſibly righteaxs _ 
73 Such as Pay, whilſt-a Pharifce, Ph3l.3. 

And fo the Antitheis'is more dire, an Lh 
De (cription here, given of a ' righteous : man, 
'viz.). The forbearance of external SIO 40 

f Sin, Idolatry; Adultery, e&#, Ezek-18.6,7. 

id the doing of external” a&s. of Mercy, 
uſtice, verſe 8, 9. ſufficiently” favours our li- 
mtation. . 
| Excep. 2, is this, That the Death here ſpo- 
> fkenof, isbiira Tertporal Death; [ immediately 
; nd explicitly ] 
Þ le 
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- The reaſonof this our aſſertion is, becauſe 
the Lord 'does evidently vindicate himſelf 
from the imputation caſt upon him by the 
wicked Jews,that in their Publick Calamities, 
he'exceeded the deſert of their perſonal Sins, 
Ezek.1$.2,19,25,29. So we muſt underſtand 
thofe Complaints,for we do not find that they 
charge him with caſting them into Hell for 
their Fathers ſins3 nor is there any weight 
in-what the Arminians urge, for extending 
the phraſe. 

t. That the Death here ſpoken of, is op- 
poſed to the life promiſed to the Penitent 
which is cternal life. 

ly 1. The Arminians here forſake their 
own Principle, which is, that there's no ex- 
preſs Promale of eternal life in the Old Teſta 
ment, :-. ; 

2.: Though we deny not, buethat cternal 
lifein Old Teſtament and New is promiſed 
to the Penitent 3 yet we deny that by lifel\ 
here, is tncant at leaſt immediately and explr | 

. eitly eternal life, but onely temporal; for 

. God [peaks ad idem, as of the ſame Death the. 

| Jews complain'd of, ſoof the ſame life they 
were deſirous of. 

2. That then a flagitious Sinner may cf 


cape eternal Death without-Repeatance. 
& | Reply. + 
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other Scriptures og AS FETLg ne. | 

» We except againſt t poſition 
from a uppoſition, that by che righteous man, 
were. meant-a truly righteous man ; that 
therefore 'it is ſimply: 6, that « righte- 
ous man ſhould totally and finally depart 
—=þ his righteoulnels and dic eternally. 


f I. When Chriſt ayes, I « man abide es 
"| in me; be is coft forth 6s a branch, and is wither- 
ir | £4, Oe: John I5. 6. That conditional! enun- 
x- | <!ation does not imply a fimple poſſibility of 
the aritecodent dhd co oaſcquent (viz) of the 
total and final Apoſtacy, and damnation of 
oy all chemen that gre in Chrift; for dds 
acdger ebrgrmn— , 
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maſſetingeny; Serwn as "For 
= elf mee Luke 22. 6, 


ark We cannot ſuppoſe a greater 
*] of the Antevedent and Conkouet in this 
el- Enunciation:;- 3” 


brightneſs oe paler XY; 
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ciation} canmotbeioferrid-a Gmple Mity" 
of: the converſion. gb all wicked-men,, o& | 
their Saly&iof3? the '{ratdians themſelves 

being Judged:..Forit4o,then Gods-preſcjenice 
of the.fins! itnpenitency. and perditiangf{ame 
wicked met tnuftnetds;be denied, which yet 
intheir:good nioods the Arminians Rigk- not 
to: g_> 1 :Vide Aweſe 7 An: OLI 5s 
Gfazo vilzan bug 1 
x Scripture wooed by the remind: | 
ans, is, Math. 13. W* 21. Whence my, ob+ 
fave: im s 

- ob. oFhat theſe. Parſons: haye a Deſaiption 
given of. them, agreting.to; true! Believers. 
T> That they - receive or believe the, Word. 
24; With. 'gladnels, 13» TOY: Þxalels. the 
Eaigh16rh:ab | bas yoo 7 

Au. To theiparts of bs Defcnigtions 1! 
pit Blieringn Afcribed to then Bev of 
Thatthere'is.a God, Fethes.g+(1Þs 

Fr Jelus\is. the Chrid, and Son of 
GadgnLike 4+ 43+; YUbich belief is Mer where 
made an; evidence af a nw; Birth g11 Fobre 
SziK1; By-the; callacion..of which. places, :we 
rightly eanclude,.'That cvcry believing does 
rat degomunatenen:tme Beltievers..iFor K 
[6 a beheving, he-not true! Faith, why 

onld-.cyery. beligviog, ok Meps?..yta, the 

Saxigture:tells: us, that! Symon Magus —— 
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and that-at the / . timechis heare was: nor 
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IF - 2+. To the lecond we eve (poten altady 
| FN ih anſwerito Hebi6. 5. 1»! 2+ aa 


(Ze: To the third, Lake Fw Y may ſuffice, 
where the Devil openly profeſſesrhe Faith;' a8 
well as ſecretly believes 1ti' See ao Aty'16. 
. © 17- Where the Devil openly acknowted 
, I the Goſpel, to be the way of Salvation. "And 
Aits 19. 15, he owns Chriſt's Authority 
; N over him, as the Lord,” and Pals as the 'Ser= 
. | vant, Sc. When. yet the' Apoſtle tells | us; 
' That no matt ca ſay, that Feſus'is the (Lord; 
» I = by the Holy Ghoſt, 1 Cor. x2. 3. Whence 
\ $1 infer, that every Profeffiap is not at indi 
2m, Or mark'of true Faith, ''- / 
Fl 2- ThwWrminians obſerve,That the Gonys 
| ground-Hearers iwere' not Hypocrites:, and 
£ I fherefore true Believers.:' | 
e | Arſw. Wehaveſpoket to this before; we 
» | ciſtinguiſh in the Antecedent of Hypoerites ; 
Some. axe fiot, nor-care to be, what” yet they, 
would . beitakemifor ; 'in chatſcnſe we: grunt 
their Antecedent : | Others iefteern themſelves 
what they arc not, ſo. we deny on Antece- 
dent. In this lat feafo they wer 
which i5 evident, becaufe "ris yon 
al root in a cropical-comi, and are Soo $5 
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a 20d and beneft bears (which is the explicati- | 
oo that term) which only the laſt fort had, 
Math. 13. 21. compared with Lake 8. x5. 

3. The Arminiens affirm , That perſcve., 
rance 15 not of the eſſenceof true Faith ;' and 
therefore theſe Perſons might have trueFaith, 
they fell away. 
» We diftinguiſh in the Antecedent 
between that which is of the effence of trac 
Faith, Confiizunive and Conſecutive, i. c- be- 
tween that which is an eſſential part of true 
Faith, and an adjun@ or Property inſcpara- 
ble fromit, Ex fi cauſe efficientis exter- 
Fe, upon ſuppoſition of ſome external cfhci- 
ent sauſcs . of operation. Thus the Moon 
ſaffers an "Eclipgalway, when the Earth in:+ 
terpoſes between, the Sun and it, Thus ſup- 
pocontms influence of Graye, which 
God hath decreed, and promiſed to afford (as 
we have proved) to true Faith; perſeverance 
| is a neceſlary adjundt of it. ; = 1; 

Another Scripture alledged by the 4rmini- 

117, 1s Heb. 10. 38. Now the Faſt ſhall live | 
Eb; bur if any man draw back, my Soul 
fell have nopleafure mbim : Where they ob 
ſexve, That we put axy man inflcad of be, 5. ef 1 
hc juſt men, as-they: interpret it} the Greeliſ » 

ing dy viToGanenas..and they: chargd} * 
Bezs, and others, that wrote-in Latine ar 


ou 
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4 on Engliſh Tranſlations , with unfaithful- 
n 
Anſw. 1. In ſome of our iſh Bibles, the 
. | words any max arc put into a ſmell Letter, to 
| | note they are nof in the Text, In the 
| Tranſlation before King Famer, now in uſe, 
the. word any without max, is put in a ſmaller 
t | Letter,as in an Edition in Quarto, printed by 
ef Barker, A. D. 1603, And Piſcater puts quis 
- | in a Diſtinguiſhing CharaQer , Edie. Herb. 
ef Neff. 1613. And fo does Bezg in all the 
» & Editions of his Verſions that I have met with, 
- | which ſhews plainly they intended not to de- 
-& ceive. Calvin renders it to their mind; $3 
nll ſubdufis fuerit, If be ſhall be withdrawn, or 
+ drawn back; though he underſtands the mean- 
-& ing of the Apoſtle otherwiſe then the Armini- 
hl ans do. 
Is 2, There muft be a ſupply of quis, or any 
Xx man. For, 
1. How can the juſt draw back, it he lives 
by Faith. Iam ſure Chriſt fayes, That hethar 
Wl cats him, (which ſurely every Believer does) 
ll ſpall live for ever, John 6. 51, 58. an 
2. If itbe rmeant of the ſame perſon, thes 
we may underſiand it of a partial and # 
rary drawing back,, which diſpleaſes God, as 
"tis faid of Davids Murther and Adultery, 
2 Som, 11. vlt. 


C 4 3- The 


LAKES 
”, 3+ The Apoſtles confidence. of the not 
drawing back, and ſalvation of ſome that be- 
lieve , -verſe-laſk. Though it was grounded 
but upon, Charity, as to particular, Perſons, 
yet it plainly intimates a difference between 
Faith and Faith; . or otherwiſe he had no 
ground for his confidence - of any Believer 
at all. | os. 22 4 

'Wenow proceed to the Inſtances which 
the Arminians give us of thoſe Perſons that 
did fall away totally or finally, one. or both 
from true Grace : Their firſt -inftance 1s of 
David. | 

Arg. True Believers, when they commit 
Adultery, Murther, againſt the light ot-Con+, 
ſcience, with deliberation , and continue 
therein without Repentance, ceaſe to be true 
Believers : But ſo did David, Ergo he ceaſed 
to bea true Belicver, | 

Anſw. There is an ambiguity in the terms 
of the major, which theretore muſt firſt . be 
removed and as 'tis phraſed, we deny it,and 
anſwer to the minor with diſtinftion. 

1. For committing thoſe Sins againſt the 
light of Conſcience, we diſtinguiſh ot an habz- 
tal and afiual light of Conſcience. Tis a 
Rutcjn moral Philoſophy, Omnis incontnens 
peccat  ignor ants, ', e. Every incontinent perſon 
Sius ignorantly, becauſe that general knows. 
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ledge he hath of evil, he cannot apply to the 
reſent refiſtance of , temptation, ( inward 
uſts, like a Cloud, or. Miſt, darkning His un- 
derſtanding for the preſent.) Thus we grant 
the former, but deny the latter of David. 

2. Asto {inning with deliberation, we di- 
ftinguiſh between a Calm and perfed, or a 
diſturbed and imperfedt deliberation. The for- 
mer we deny, but the latter we grant of Da- 
2id.' For we haye proved before, under the 
firſt Argument, againſt, Believers ; Apoſtacy, 
that no Believer {ins with full conſent of will, 
and therefore not with a calm and perfe& de> 
liberation-3- for the former, preſuppoſes this 
latter. And, we may retort the Armiz#ans 
own concellion upon them, which is, That 
the boly Spirit is not loſt, till after the Commiſ- 
fion of beinous Sins : Now where the holy 
Spirit 15, 3t Inſts againſt the Fleſh, Gal. 5, 17. 


And conſequently the true Believer cannot fin 


' with full conſent, whilſt the holy Spirit is in 


him 3 that is, whilſt he is a true Believer. 

3. As tothe continuance in fin without 
Repentance, we diſtinguiſh between an habi> 
tual and 8fxal Repentances and again,between 
the want of atiual Repentance for a time,. and 
for ever after. the Fat committed. Whilſt 
David wanted an aCtual Repentance, it: ap- 
pears not that he wanted an habitual Repen- 
tance, 


"989 7. =. 
tance- Devid might have ſuch 8 diſpoſition 
of Soul at that time, which at other times he 
words after this manner, Cleanſe thou me from 
ſecret faults, Plal. 19. 12. Let them thar 


- deny it, make proof of their denial; but to 


fave them the trouble, I will evince the Afer- 
mative by and by. Again, it is not evident 
from Scripture, that aQtual Repentance muſt 
unmediately follow the fin committed 3 or 
for default thereof, Grace totally loſt. I un- 
derſtand not, why the Believer as well as the 
men may not ſuffer a deliquizm, or failure, of 
the more ordinary ſenſible operations of life, 
and yet retain the principle of life. 

There are alſo two Arguments drawn 
from the nature of the fins David was guilty 
of, for the proof of his total Apoſtacy. 

1. For his Adultery, David, by his Adul- 
tery, was madea member of an Harlot. Ergo 
he was no longer a Member of Chriſt. The 
Antecedent is proved from 1 Cor. 6. 15, 
I6, 

Anſw. We deny the Connexion : For as 
in the Conjugal ſtate, Adultery does make 
void the Marriage-Covenant de jure,or merito, 
not de fatto ; but the injured Party may con- 
tinue the band, without guilt of Adyltery. 
So though Chriſt might juſitfie a Divorce, 
yct it appears not that he wilt tae out one 
againlt 


a; r 
, Ts. "4p; 


ti 


—_ — Os a ww. HO © 


| [887 


againſt any Believer that is guilty of bodily 


2. Another Argument. of the Arminians, 
is drawn from Davids Mxrther, No Martberer 
bath eternal life abiding in bim : David was a 
Murtherex, Ergo he had not eternal life 
abiding in him. The major proved by the 
words. of the Apoſile, 1 Fohn 3.15. The 
miyor they take for granted. 

Anſw. We deny the minor, David was not 
a Murtherer,that denomination could not be 
given him from a ſingle Act, and afterwards 
xepented of ;- any more then the denominati- 
on of a wicked man to a true Believer, becauſe 
of the Sins he is guilty of, 

Another Argument of the Arminians a- 
gainſt Davids perſeverance, is drawn from his 
Prayer, Create in me a clean heart, O God, and 
renew a right ſpirit within me, Plal. 51. 10, 
Whence they infer, That he had Joſt a cle 
Heart, and right Spirit, totally. - 

Anſw. This (as generally what the Armi- 
x#ians urge on. the Point betore vs ) is a pitty- 
full fallacy, which every freſhman in the 
School is acquainted with, 4 Dil ſecundum 
quid, ad dillum fimpliciter, They might as 
well infer from-the Evangelſts. phrate, Foy 
the Holy Gboft was not yet given, John 7.39. 

That therefore David never had him at all. 
| All 


_— 


Alkknow, that.in nature that ſpecies of mo 
tion call'd Alteratio, which isa change made 
ina Subje& as to quality, may be either quoad 
ſpeciem or gradum. As 'watet quite cold 
may become : lukewarm ,- or {cething: hot. 
. And here David might well expreſs hitm- 
ſelf ſo emphatically, becauſe- of the late ex- 
traordinary defilement he had contracted, 
and the quick ſence he had of it at-this time.--* 
To cloſe up the Diſcourſe of this inſtance, 
I ſhall offer two Arguments to prove, that 
David did not wholly fall from Grace: | 
One from Plalm 51. Take: not the holy 
+ Spirit from me, verſe 11. His deprecation' of 
the taking away the holy Spirit, does plainly 
imply a gradual preſence of 1t. For that 
could not be taken from him, ' which he had 
not, | W349 
.  Theother from Pſalm 18. 21. -7- have not 
wickedly departed from my God : Whence I 
nrge an Argument in form, He that- had ne- 
verwickedly departed from God, - had/ never 
fallen away totally from Grace. {a3 
But David had .never wickedly departed 
from God, Ergo, David had never-fallen away 
totally from Grace, R$! 10001 34 3 
- *The major T preſume they deny not : The 
minor 1 opal will not down with them, 
becauſe they may imagine, that this was __ 
/ * ken 
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ken before his CT Bat to me *cis 
evident, That David ſpeaks this of himſelf, 
e Þ after the. ——_ time of his total Apoſtacy. 
4 I For it was ſpoken after God had delivered 
d I hirh fromthe hands of all:his Enemies, as 
t. F appears by the Title of: the Plalm,and he takes 
- I notice particularly 'of, Gods: delivering him 
- | from the flvivings of bis People, (i. e his own 
, I Subjects) verſe 43. which evidently relates to 
© ff the Rebellion: of Abſelanm and Sheba, which 
» | were after, and a puniſhment of thoſe Sins of 
t | David. (by /'which the Arminians pretend! he 
fell away'totally from Grace) as any one may 
iffbrm | himſelf, that will compare' 2 Sam. 
Cbap.'11. 12, and- Chap. 12:10. with Chap. 
15, 0c. and the 20th. And when: thoſe Sins 
were committed, David was.in actual conteſi 
with his:Knamies, '2 Sam: 11. 1,2,&c. And 
J ifin any fin David had wickedly departed from 
' | God, wer may judge in that;; by the black 
brand which the Holy Ghoſt ſets upon that, 
I Kings 15/5. | 19714 
- Another inftance is of: Solornn, from whoſe 
Idalatry, - and.other Sins;: they infer his tocal 
Apoſtacy, and finaktoo, and fo conſequently 
his Damnation, 1 Kings 11. | | 
Anſw. 1. 'As to his Tdolazry, not every de- 
; grek'of ithat fin argues a detection from true 
+Grace , as is evidgat by Exod; 32.5,25- in, 
Poe. ; the 
5 


nn SY "_P TY W 


a; 


| 34 ] "MY; 
che inſtance of Aaron, and 1 Cor. 10. 26, a7, pt 
2%, And as for Polygamy , Cuſtom had f cl 
blinded mens eyes, that few ſaw the evil of » 
its 11 
Anſw. 2. There's no Sin ( except that 2 
againſt the Holy ' Ghoſt ) which a Child offf * 
God may notbe guilty of,” becauſe the bod 
of Sin i5 got dead, though deadly wounded 
but like a fick man,-ever-and anon giving 
ground for a belief, 'that his recovery is pollt- 
ble. þ n ſ 
But that he' was not a total Apoſiate, © 
ccaſed to be a Bzliever 3 We argue thus, - 
\ _ F. In that all the Writers of the' Hol 
. Scripture are ſimply affirmed to be boly 
of God; 2 Pet.1.2 1. whereof Solomon was one 
2. Becauſe he is faid te be loved of God 
2 Jam. 12. 24.. Now the love of God is ever 
laſting, Fob 13-1. hy ut it 
That Solomon was not” a final Apoftate, w 
prove thus, 11 21:4 Mt 
b. 1. In that he repented of his Miſcarriages, 
| as appears by the' Title, The Pemitent, 'yynVp 
{uf which word: and thing, the learned may 
find uſeful - Obſervations amaſF'd Mr. 
Pool, in his Synopſis Crit. Comm. int 1. I 
Given to Ecclcftaftes- (as 0ur Tranflationdcallsy 
it) [and: particularly of giving 'himſelt tof | 
omen, Chp.7 26. which, and that}-. 
1 _— phraſe 
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4 phraſe of Inventions, . verſe wit. he ſeems to in- 
«| clude his 1dolatry, which, for ou 
A to me, was not by perſonal worſhip, but by 
{| connivance at, or at moſt, allowance of Tem+ 
ples for his Wives Idolatrous Worſhip , 

1 Kings 11. 7,8. Fi "= 
1d 2. Fromhis being joyned with David, as 
if a Preſident for Reboboams walking , 2 Chrox. 
Þ 12.17. 
Many other Arguments, Pro and Cox , 

might be produced, but it is not nece- 
ſary 3 _thele have much more probability 
then the Scriptures filence of his Repentance, 
(which: is the Arminians main Argument ) 
No Scriptures mention Noebs, Lots, &c. Re- 
pentance of thoſe heinous Sins, Gen. 9. & 19. 
yet none doubt, or have ground at leaſt, of 
their Repentance. | 

A third inftance is given in Peter, whom, 
though Bellarmin ſpeaks favourably of, as to 
total Apoſtacy , De Rom. Ponnif. 1. 4. &. 8. 
Perdidit confeffimmem Fidei , nou ipſam fidem. 
Yet the Lutherans, Hinchelman, Hunnins, &c. 
ll BY him for another inſtance ot true Believers | . 

talling totally from Grace. : 

Their firſt Argament is drawn from the 
5} Pature of his Sin, (viz) a denial of Chrift. 
He chat denies Chritt before Men, ſhall be 
denied by Chriſt before the Father, [ which 


P pro- 


propoſition is contained Marth. ro. 33.7 But 
ſo - did Peter, * Ergo he ſhall: be Bl, by 
Chrift. 

Anſw.'1. In general, this Argument, if it 
were wholly granted them; proves his final 
Apoſtacy, which themſelves deny (as we ſhall 
find in cheir next Argument.) 

2, We Anſwer. The"propoſition 4s to be 
underſtood of a final denial of Chriſt; and 
then we deny the minor, for Peter quickly re- 
pented of his denial, Matih. 26. wlt, To in- 
force their major, the Arminians urge, The 
denial of-Chritt- was'an Herefie, and there- 
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fore puts;the Denycr into a ſtate of Damna- 


oy 


tron,” - | 
Anſto. We diſtinguiſh of Herefie, *tis con- 
ſidered' either materally or formally : To the 


latter, pertinacy or obſtzxacy is a neceſſary in- 


gredient',-which Peter's ſpeedy Repentance 
aſſures us he was not guilty of: "G 

The Arminians ſecond Argument'is: this, 
He that was 'to be converted anew* to the 


Faith, had loſt the Faith he had : But Perer Þ; 


was to be converted anew to the Faith, Ergo þ 


he had loſt the Faith he' had. The mixor 15 
proved by Luke 22.32, ah 

Anſw, We diftinguiſh in the minor between 

a ſpecifical and a gradual Converfion'; A* re- 

covery from prevailing Sin is calPd Converſion, 

Matth. 


__ 


Se 5: 
Matth. 18. 3. which is ſpoken'of adding to 
all their other Graces: that of Humility, for 
they were converted before. And the reaſon 
of this denomination is, becauſe The increaſe 
of Grace is by adding a new depree of Grace 
as in making Candles, when a Candle is pus 
anew.into the fat of boyled Tallow, every time 
it is put in, it comes ont bigger. And this is done 
by anew att of: Creation put forth by . God, &ce 
To borrow the Reafon, and apt Simnilituds 
for the illuſtration of it, of that+ moſt excel- 
lent Divine Dr. T ho. Goodwin, Trial of Chri« 
tian growth, pag. 165. 

But that Peter did not fall away:-totally, is 
tvident from Chriſt's Prayer, Lake 22. 32. 
which, that it is always anſwered, hath been 
rroved) which muſt be meant either wor as 
ll (which the event aſfures- us was not 
;briſt's meaning) or not #otally , or finally, 
hich laſt the words will not bear. 

A fourth Inflance is of the Galatians, ch. 
5; 4. whence they argue thus, The Galatians 
ell from Gyace $; -The Galatiaxs were truc 
Be'tzvers» Ergo, True Believers have fallen 
om Grace. 

Anſw. 1. If the major or minor being inde-. 
nite, be equivalent to an Univerſal, we deny 
hem 5b Q _ by f 

2. To the major we lay, e alling 
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from Gras, is not meant falling from true 
inherent Grace,: but the Do@rine of Grace, or 
the truth'of the Goſpel, which teaches Ju» 
ftification, by. Grace through Faith, not by 
Warks, as ſeemes evident. by comparing the 
Phraſe eliewhere, oppoſed: to another Gopel, 
which, ſuppolcs Grace to be one Goſpel, Gal, 
Lo. G, 

A Gich,of ©" and Alexander, x Tims 
M19, 20: whence they argue, 

They that have put away; Faith and a good 
Confriende,; are totally and finally fallen away 
from Grace: But ſo had. Hymenews and Ales 
xander 1 Ergo, They were fallen away. 

Anſw. We diſtinguiſh in the minor, of 
Faith,and s God Conſcience. There is a feign- 
e& Faith, as the Apoſtles denomination, Faith 
wiſaroned, v. 5.rimports: And there is a Con- 
Science morally good. Abimelech, an Heathen, 
gives teſtimony to the integrity of. his aws 
hearts Gen 20. 5. and God himſelf confirms 


16 v6. Yet integrity,or uprightneſs of heart; 


is the_ uſual deſcription! ot a godly man, 
Pſsl..1 E2« - 

All that is worth the tranſcribing, which 
or Armumans urge to confirm their mzno?, 19 
this;& - + | 
That which Timothy was exhorted to hold 
V wkeep,, Tun 4 and; Alexandir had loſt: 


2 But 
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[3] 
But that was a' true Faith,” and truly godd:- 
Conlcience't' Ergo, Hymeneus arid Alexander. 
had loſt ſuth 4 Faith and Conſatnce. *! 
.- Auſw, We grant the whole, without pre« 
jadice to our-tauſe,: linnting . the major: to; 
that which was ſible ; for fo Hymenens and. 
Altxander had loft what Timothy was 'exhott»: 
ed t6 keep,” a5 appears by their blaſphemy, ver«. 
I##.  which\wasa vifiblecafting off their-pro» 
telſhon. BOEEL 

The laſt Example of Demas, 2 Tim. 4. 10. 
if put into form, runs thus : Some love of 
the World 1s inconſiſtent with true Faith: . 
of | Some love of the World was in Demas : Er- 
go, Demas's love to the World was inconſi- 
þ | ſtent with true Faith. An evidently infirm 
| Ratiocination : Vid. Ames Antiſyn. de Perſe- 
ver. Sand. c. 9. 
on. The Arminians Argument, from the abs 

ſurdities tolowing from-our Theſes, is this in 
general, That it renders Exhortations, 
me Threatnings, Promiſes, uſeleſs. 
I anſwer, The firſt are #ot uſeleſs, Phil. 2. 

-þ| 72,13 For the aſſurance of ſo powerful an 
oO daftgnce, 1s the greateſt ſpur to endeavour, 
1 The Arminians might with as much reaſon 
old ah It is to no purpoſe to hoiſe up the Sailsz 


| when God ſends a fair Wind. Nor the ſe- 


cond; For 1, All true Believers know not 
D 3 cheie 
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' C40] 
theie own ſafety. 2. God hath joyned the uſe! 
of micans and end together, by an immuta-. 
ble Decree 3 fo that 3f- we could ſuppoſe a' 
true Believer: to give over .in his race, he 
would certainly miſs' of lis Crown. Nor: 
the third: For the ſpirit of 'a;Chriſtian being 
an ingenuous ſpirit, : the aſſurance of; his haps, 
vin 1s the greateſt bond of gratitude and; 


obedjence. Much more I might ſays but this! 
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Second Conference. 


I Ere Mr. Tves firſt 'read out of a Pa-: 
' % per a,kind of Explication of the 
n* "Terms; wherein he dealt like him- 
"BIf, difingenuonſly, and ignorantly: The for- 
| Emer, in that he would underſtand the Term 
ace of the Favoxr of God , which none of 
do 3 and his former Arguments ſhew, 'he 
took it not ſo himſelf, but for the Grace of 
"WGod in 5, the effect of the Grace or Favour 
of God : The latter, in the explication of the 
"word impoſſible , as oppoſed to ſuch as: either 
'Wove, may, might, or can fall away : For im- 
ſible is oppoſed to poſſible 3 and he ought to 
have diſtinguiſhed between that which is 
imply impoſſible, and that which is fo ix 2 
ertain reſpect, according to my Anſwer when 
was Reſpondent 3 and have told us, That 
2 held it ſimply or abſolutely poſkible for 
e Believers coloſe their Grace totally and 
nally. pf; (ES 
Y And in the proſecution of the Debate, 1 
wrlt offered to retort his own Arguments, 
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which were reducible to two Heads : 1, From 
the uſeleſneſs of caution againſt falling away, 
x it were impollible : : 2. ;From Examples, 
Neither of which he would admit me to re- 
tort, but--by his. rude- clamor. farced me to 
deſiſt, * bef6te” he heard me” out an” Argu- 
ment. I ſhall therefore now give an account 
of: whatI then'intended to urge. & T7 
That which makes not the giving. of Cat» 
tion needlels to 'prevent . temporal death; 
rakes it not needlels to prevent falling away 
totally and finally from Grace : But the im» 
poſhbility-of- the event makes it not needle( 
in the former,; Ergo, nor in the latter caſe, 
The major depends upon the par ratio between 
temporal and ſpiritual death. The: minor I 
would have proved thus : That which make 
not. the uſe-of Caution needleſs to prevent 
temporal death, makes not the giving of it 
needle(s : But the impollibility of - the even 
makes 'not [the uſe of it needleſs, ec. Ergo 
nor the giving-of it. , The miner I woul 
have proved/by Fob 11.) 54, 55. compare 
with Fobn'13. 1. and chap. 10. 18, where w 
find that Chriſt withdrew. to- avoid that ten 
poral death, which could not befall him wit 
out his own conſent, /nor before the appoint 
ed timeof hits death was come. 
To oppoſe his Examples, I argued thug} | 
®* 
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it 
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 -- If true Believers' can fall away; e4+, then 
' fome have : But fome have not : Ergo, they 
. carmot.; [ Which in' his' Notes additional he 


neat hh ST * RY 4 a . 
> FS . FL. "ou ' - F< "<7" , 6. x es; 

| ©. 4 L + "IN" 
Fo 


calls @ falſe Syllogiſm, 'but tells not why: 
Bat the Form, I ſuppoſe, ſeems firange to 
him, proceeding a remotione conſequentis ail 
remotionem antecedents. Yet the Scriptute 
hath the like, which he, pretending, to be a 


Teacher, ſhould not be jgnorant-of, Gat. 2. 


wt. If Righteouſneſs were by the Law, Chriſt 


died in vain 3 to fill up the Syllogiſm, I muſt 


aſſume, But Chrift died not in vain, and con- 
clude, Ergo Righteouſneſs is not by the Law. 


Mr. Tves denied my major, Sequel he fhoul 

-have faid, and jn his Book brings in thefe 
words as my proot of it, i/hatever is potenty+ 
al; bath been doxe ; which were none of mine, 
but his own. All that I aid was, That the 


Argument was good on his grounds for in 
regard of the Activity of the caufes of Apo- 
Racy, it cannot be imagined but ſome muſt 
fall away, it the thing were poſſible, and man 
left to his own ſtock.of power 3 hereI (aid it 
was not abſurd to argue @ poſſe ad eſſe, which, 
bold man !- he hath adventured to tranſlate 
thus, Whatever 4s potential, hath been done. 
After a great deal ot brangle, I urged againſt 
his firſt Example 1 Pet. 2.20, They that were 


Dogs and Swine, when they had eſcaped the 
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pollutions of the World, &c. were not true 
Believers and {o their talling' away, no In 
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| Rance of true Believers falling away.totally 


and finally from Grace': But theſe perſons 
were Dogs and Swine, &c. Ergo, not true Be- 
lievers. The major 1s evident : The minor 
we have ver. 20. #lt. compared, I offered alſo 
to prove againſt the Deſcription, but he broke 
me off What I would: have faid, was this; 
Fudas was not a true Believer 3 Fudas eſcaped 
the pollutions of the World - through the 
knowledge of Chriſt: Ergo, Soine that- eſcape 
the pollutions of the World, ec. are'not true 
Believers. The major is evident by Fobn 6. 
ot. The minor appears, becauſe the Diſci- 
ples, who .knew his Converſation by familiar 
ſociety, ſaw no cauſe to ſuſpe& him to be the 
Traytor, more than any other of their num- 
ber, Matth.-26. 21, 22, and therefore he was 


not vilibly wicked. - 


Againſt his other Inſtance, Heb. 6. 5, 6. I 
would have urged, That it thoſe who were 
in the judgement of Charity true Believers, 
are ſuppoſed, tothe making of them ſuch, to. 
have better things then thoſe that fell away; 
then thoſe that fell away were not true Be- 
hevers : But the Antecedent is true 3 Ergo,the 
Conſequent, The Antecedent is proved by 


rer-9» It the Armixians think to get off, by | 


pretending 


procencins that the 
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ings aſcribed to the Be= 
evers are ſaid to be better, not in natore; 
but event 3 ver. 9. will afford 'a confutation 
x0 unree COTE foes , things that have ſalvati- 
on in them, i. e- no more ſeparable from $alva- 
tion, then Salvation from it ſelf; And ver.10. 
ſuggeſts another,” Thoſe things which God 
ſhould be unrighteous in not rewarding, were 
etter than thoſe, which God ſhould not be 
unrighteous in not rewarding : But the 
things aſcribed to'true Bclievers were ſuch as 
God ſhould be unrighteous in not reward- 
ing Ergo, they were better then thoſe which 
God ſhould not be unrighteous ia not re- 
warding, viz. the things aſcribed to them that 
fell away, ver. 5, 6. 

After a long rambling Diſcourſe, I urged 
to Mr. Ives, That if ſome true Believers 
might fail away totally and 'ftinally from 
Grace, then all might :. Bur all could not 
(according to his own grant): Ergo, not 
ſome, ' I proved the Conſcquence, becauſe 
Paribus 'paria conveniunt. He denied that 
though there be the like reaſon for the falling 
away of all, that there is for ſome, that 
therefore it followed, That if ſome mighr, 
then all might. Which being ſo grolly ab- 
ſurd, I appealed to the Judgment of the in- 


| telligent Hearers , and fo left ir. I called 


upon 
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pnon him to hear -Chrifts own Argument 4 
dars, from David's cating of the Shewbread, 
Covtat onely ordinarily'to the Prieſts; tothe 
Diſciples plucking of the: Ears of--Corn on 
the Sabbath, - for the ſupply of: a preſent nes 
cellity, Math. 12. 3, 4- But being an enemy 

 2oxain janglings, I deſifted, as I did often, 
to proſecute ſomething elſe, viz. the firſt main 
Argument from 1 Fohs 3.8. - | 
 Arg+ 1+ :They that cannot: fin, as wicked 
men do, cannot fall away totally and finally 
from Grace :' But true Believers cannot fin 
as wicked-men'do : Ergo; true Believers can: 
not fall away, &c. 'Mr. Ives asked what I 
meant by cannot fin. I anſwered, Not as to 
the aGs of fin, but the manner [ which Mr, 
Tves leaves out, and makes my Anſwer: non- 
ſenſe] of finning. Afﬀrer many ſuperfluous 
words, he ſaid, That it by cannot IT meant, 
neither for the preſent, nor future; fall from 
that ſtate, and fin as the wicked do, then he 
denicd my minor. | Mr, Toes's additional 
Notes about the acception of the word' can+ 
#02,4Þ- 100. ar? rendred infignificant by the 
proot of my mixor , and therefore I omit 
them. | To prove my minor, I quoted 1 Foh. 
3+ 9. Whoſoever 1s born of God cannot commit 
fin, &e. Mr. Toes prefently replied, That this 
- proved zo body could fin at all. 1 _— 
| That 
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eithex. was 
fa at all, or not'as wicked mendo,-:; Notthe 
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meant, 


formex z/ for proof I, quoted! chap. 1» 8,, 10+; 
Fam. 3-2: Ergo, thelatter 3 for-I knew no 
tertixm. And fo I formed my Argument-thus: | 


.Whoſdever is born of God' cannot fin as 


wicked men do: - But all true Believers: are 


| born of God: Ergo, true Believers cannot 


fia as wicked men do, | Which Argument, , 
Mr. Tves hath: omitted;] Yet he continued, 
his Cavil, That jt. the not ſinning was meant, 
not at-preſent,nor future,he denied it, And 1, 
proved it thus: The reaſon here all;zgned of the. 
Believers, or born of God,their not finning as: 
wicked men do, is of <qual force to' exclude 
his future, as his preſent not {inning as wice, 
ked men do, viz. becanſe the ſeed of God re- 
mains in bim, ver. 9. Whence I argued thus, 
They in whom the ({ced of God remains, can- 
not fin as wicked men do : But in thoſe who 
are born of God, the feed of God remains 3 
Ergo, Whoſoever is born of God cannot fin 
ds wicked men do.. Mr. Ives cavilled much 
about the term remain, which I urged as 
plainly excluding a ceaſing or loling of Grace 
totally : And he precended that my Argu- 
ment was but like this, They that ' come'into 
this Houſe, remain in it : Ergo, They cannot 
cezſe from remaining in its To which-I an- 
, {wered, 
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lievers, whilſt Believers, cannot ceaſe'to be 


Believers for they cannot be both as to Rate. 


at che ſame time: But the Queſtion 1s, Whe+ 
ther they that arc ſuch, may become Unbelic- 
vers? And as to his Inſtance, if applied to 
our Qeſtion,the meaning is not, Whether he 
that is now in the Houſe, may be out of it at 
the ſame time ? but, Whether he that is in it, 
, can afterwards go out ?: which by force, or 
other impediment, may become to him im- 
poſlible, though poſlible in it (elf. 


' Here he cavilling about the word ſeed of 


' God, I asked him how he underſtood the 
Phraſe, becauſe I thought it (o plain, as that 
I fappoſed he took it in the ſame ſenſe I did, 


and as *'twas commonly underſtood, viz. for # 


Principle of Grace : Which Mr, Ives under- 
ftood not; but at length he (aid, he under- 
Rood by it the Word of Ged, and quoted 1 Pet. 
1.23, 24. To which I replied, That in that 
place the Word is not called the Seed of God, 
bat Believers are ſaid co be hor of incorru2tible 
Seed by the Word. But ſuppoſe it had, yet the 
tenſe 15 the fame, viz. That the impretftions of 
the Word remain in a true Believer 3 in which 
fenf "ris aid, The Word abides for ever, 1 Pet. 
1.23.25. AfialtI proved, That the Secd of 


Cipered, That it was fallacts compoſitions and. 
divifions, (as we ſay in Logick) to lay Be-" 
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God 


God cannat but remain in 2 true Believer, 
from the Promiſe ; Thoſe to whom God hath 
| made a Promile, that in them the Seed [or 
© Principle of. Grace] ſhall remain, in them ir 
cannot but remain,: But to. all true Believers 
God hath made ſuch a Promiſe ; Ergo, The 
Seed cannot but remain in them. . He derty+ 
ing the, major, I proved it thus : If the Seed 
of God remain not in them to, whom God 
hath. promiſed, then the Promiſes of God 
are/ untrue : But they are not untrue 5 Ergo, 
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The Seed of God ſhall remain, &e. | Noze;. 


That here it was that Mr. Lzeff- admoni 
Mr. Ives of his ignorance in the terms of Art, 
he denying the major, when he ſhould have 
faid the Sequel or Conſequence 3 and not in the 
former Syllogiſm, which was Cotegorical,. as 
Mr, Ives fuggeſts, pag. 118. of his Book, like 
himſelf, 3. e- a man that makes no conſcience 
of lymg,.to flur his, Adverſary. ] | Mr. Jus 
ye inſtance:in the Promiſe of God to- Abrg- 


om, That the Land of Canaan ſhould be.to 


his. ſeed an everlaſting, Poſſeſſion, and yet 
that he would ſcattes them among the Hea> 
then, &'c. Which Promiſe he pretended had 
no Condition, either where it is found, or 


elſewhere in Scripture 3 though he'boldly de-' 


nies his Aſſertion, pag. 120. | | 
L offercd to prove that that Promiſe was 


true, 
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rue; {dewithMucidirſs "the rott-peif6rinaney 
of it, as it tight Ran: but was hindredby'F, 
> His Clamiors.' I ſhall givean account of what * 
\./ T wonld have faid, and began to ſpeale for * 
* inſtance, wherein 2 poly rean cannot fri as ll - 
the witked do; bnt conld-not be heard for 
the rudeneſs of my Antagoniſt. 7 
'- Fe. That zhe courſe. f ſin-1s -adevPupitt by 
&e repefftace in a'gbdly nan; So much is 
the oppoſition of the righteous man- to/ the 
wicked, 'who imitates the Devil in nating 
from the Beglimivg, wer. 8,9. 1 Fohn 5. 
Torr, For ſimply, as to the coriants i 
vil,” the oppoſition! between ther cancion , 
ie: The wicked man cannot get his heart to 
ks ſincerely of his fins, Rev. 9. 21.” and 
ebap#16. Fr) Something: like it, but not 'the 
fame; was found in Ahab, Nineveh, Fadds.'\" 
; 2," The godly man fins not with full cor 
fatoef wil; fo much thofe Metaphors imply 
' Rome 7+ 14. compared with 1 Kings {21-28 
Perl fpeakins of himfelf 'whillt x Bel; 
affirtts, hat he was caral. Indeed, birt riot 
ſimply | ; for he adds, ſold nider fir; 3: e- ati 
involuntary, Captive, as he ſt ciently ex- 
' Plains his meaning,” when |he' es" Us; Li 
 # yhat which T do; I allow not; wer 215; 


: other like Phiaſer theendof t De 
I Bite 0f-6u the oly Debs bes hath. 
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be- fold -Biniſelf to work wickedueſs. If it be. © 
objected, that the 'Fext fays,, There was noke © © 
ike to Abab 5 1 arifwyer, For degree, not for, 
kind of ' wickedneſs, muſt we underſtand 
\that Negative.. That thereiis ina godly man 
:but a pattial-:confent of Will, - appears Þy 
G4 5+ 17. where the Apoſtle ſays, The 

:tufts againſt the fleſh >  eniduusi,  concupsſeit 
it notes an ardent defire (viz.):of victory'in 
the new Nature: Over: the old; 'fach as to be 
£6&xnd in'enermies,) (ſo the word wyſiuenſal im- 
ports) :\.Or ce it may alludei to Concratie- 
ties in Nature,; of which we obſerve in Phi- 
Joſophy, that: they endeavour amutuo ſe' ex- 
pellere, to drive out-one another, when they 
meet inthe fame:ſubyect, vt s nit tk 
3. Another difference between the godly 
and wicked mans finning, lies in this; That 
the'/former bathwar- a" ſerled prirpoſe 10 ſin bue 
the latrey hatbt' Peter, whoſe fifivthe enetnits 
of che Saints Perſeverance do fo tragically-ag- 
gravate, was © tar. trom reſolving to deny 
his Maſter; >tiat-he zefolved agzinſt ie-with 
much vecliemency, Marth. 26.39, Whereas 
Fuda kept fixed, 'notwithſtandmng the dread- 
ulthreataing uttered againſt him, in his et- 
ſolacion to betray him; Fob. 13. 27. compar'd 
with Mattb. 26. 24. But more of this efter- 
ward, when we anſwer the Inftances of Da- 
wid, Peter, GG _ Inow 
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- © I riow. proceed to the ſeeond Argument, 
from Fer. 32; 40: Fob. 16. 28, is 
».: Arg.2- Whatever God hath promiſed.ſhall 
certainly : be .accompliſhed : But+ God hath 
; promiſed that Believers. ſhall-not: fall away 
totally and finally from Grace : Ergo, This 
'.” Promiſe ſhall certainly be accompliſhed. Here 
I ſhall firſt take notice: of, and anſwer what 
the Arminians urge againſt themajor 3 which 
- will alſo anſwer. with adva Mr. Toes's 
Inſtance of the Promiſe of. the Land of Ca- 
#aau, which I touched at then, (#iz.) That 
it being conditional, noted bur: a connexion 
between the Benefit and their Obedience, 
(though Mr. Zves omits it). . : Ne 
\. The major they deny, upon pretence of 

Inſtanots of ſome Promiſes not fulfilled. 
_ TowhichlT anſwer, 1. That the Inſtances 
- which they bring, viz. Namb:' 14. 18: 1 Sant 
2.30. do not import a Promiſe to every in 
gividual perſon, qua talis, as ſuch, thar they 
ſhould enter int> Cansau, or ſucceed their 


it-was' fulflled; in: that the Stock of Iſrael 
 . did enter, and of - Levi tranſmitted the Office 
. to their Children, though+ particular Perſons 
; werecut off, and debarred that Privilege. 
_ .2- Suppoſe the Promiſes were . triade t6 
- individual Perſons, and conditionally ; yet * 
ape | cannot 


Parents in the Office of the Prieſthood ; but 
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cannot be affirmed, that the' Promiſes were. 
broken 3 Now. enim affirmat connexs vel condi- 
tionata promiſſio, conſequertem partem illus axi- 
ematis fore, ſed connexionem tantiim conſequen= 
tis parte cum antecedente, - quam ſemper etiam 
Deus preftat, as Ames well obſerves in Goro- 
#is, Art. 5. de Perſeverantia, cap. 2. The ſum. 
is, Conditional Promiſes engage but for a 
connexion of Duty and Benefit. As when 
God ſays, Te ſhall keep my Statutes, and my 
Fndgments; which if a man do, be ſhall live 
in them, Lev. 18. 5. he does not ſizictly pro- 
miſe, that a man (ſhall live by keeping his Scra- 
tates and Judgments ; but that there ſhall be 
a certain, connexion between perte& Obedie. 
ence, and Lite thereby, which is certainly ac» 
compliſhed,though no man lives by ſuch Obe- 
dience, ( innate corruption diſabling him 
thereto, Rom. 8. 3.) | 

©. To the minur, That God hath made pro+ 
miſe of Pexſeveranceto true Believers, which 
we prove by Fer. 32. 40. Fob 10. 28. the 
general Anſwer is, That theſe Promiſes are 
conditional. Mr. Toes would aſtign none; 
though much urged, nor would be perſwaded 
that he was bound by the Law of Diſpute {6 


g 


[to do, 


' But the Remonſtraxce, and others give his 


(viz.) That Max does bis Days : To which 


anſwer, 
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anſwer, That this is the very matter or {RE 
of the Promiſe, and therefore cannot be the 
Condition cf it. All the Promiſes we produce. 
do import an Obligation laid by God on him- 
ſelf to enable us to our Duty, ſo far as 1s ne- 
ceſſary for the prevention of a total and final 
falling away from Grace, ] 

Againft the firſt Promiſe, Fer. 32. 40. the 
Arminians make divers Exceptions, which [I 
ſhall firſt anſwer, and then repeat Mr. Tves's, 

1. That *tis a Conditional Promiſe, be- F" 
cauſe called gyny Fedu, a Covenant. 

Anſw.1. This word is often taken fora iſ 
fimple Promiſe, Gen. 6. 19. and chap. 9. 9. 
2. The Apoſile mentioning this Promiſe calls 
it AiuIyuy, Heb. $8. 10. which is rendred Te- 
flament or Will, chap. 9.17. 3. Though the 
Benefits of the Covenant of Grace, compar'd 
one with another, have the nature of a Con+ 
dition, as Faith ,of Juſtification 3 yet that 
hinders not but that the whole,and each par 
are conveyed as Legacies, Fer. 32. 38. the. 
Promiſe is, That we ſhall be Gods People. 

2, Others bear us in hand, it was made to 
the whole People of the Fews, and riot only, 
to true Believers. 

Anſw. 1. A Promiſe of Continuance witiF., 
God, does ſuppoſe a Being with him. |. 

2. The Promiſe is. made to them - i. 

; ' rec JOU 
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reſpe of their Covenant, State, and Profel: - 
" Bfion of true Faith: but yet it was not in- 
" Etcnded to any but true Believers ; for they 
are the Children of the Promiſe, Rom. 9. $. 
| Bard for their comfort it was intended, 

3. As to the matter of it, 

1: They objeR, That the words may as 
yell beconſirued a Promile to keep Believers 
rom falling away from any Degree of Grace, 
* Fs totally and finally. | 

Arſw. 1. The very Event gives ground 
not to make that interpretation of the Pro- 
miſe, 1 Kings 8. 46. | 

2, He is not ſaid to depart, properly, who 
Ives not wholly relinquiſh or. forſake whom 

e was with. | | 

—_ to Mr. Tves's Anſwer, which was by 
denial, 

TI. That it was any Promiſe, cither abſo- 
utely or conditionally to all true Believers. 

hereupon I argued thus : Either this Pro- 
miſe, Fer. 32.40. is tnade to all true Belie- 
', ers, or onely to ſome, or to Unbelievers 2 
"1, ut neither is it made to ſome onely, nor to 
Finbelievers: Ergo, To all true Believers, I 
roved that it was not made, as he pretend- 
:d; to ſome onely. Spiritual Promiſes made 
, $o the Tſrgel of God, are made to all truc Be» 


ajievers ; But ſuch is this : Ergo, It is made to 


EK 3 all 
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all true Believers. I proved my major, be. 
cauſe the Iſrael of God contains all - true Be- 
lievers, according to Gal. 6. 16. I proved 
further, that this Promiſe Fer. 32. belonged 
to all true Believers, from a Promiſe of the 
New Teſtament of the ſame import, (viz. ) 2 
Promiſe of Perſeverance, Foh.10.28. Whence 
I argued, That if this Promiſe belonged to . 
all true Believers, then ſo did that, Fer. 32. 
But this did : Ergo, That.. | As for what he 
urges of Mr. Fowlers, as aiding mg, though 
I acknowledge his worth much beyond mine, - 
yet I will appeal to Mr. Fewler, and any of 
the ſober Hearers, whether Mr. Fowler did 
not often tell Mr. Toes, I do but repeat what 
My. Danſon ſaid : And Mr. Tves's difingenys. 
ity 1s remarkable, that he leaves out the word 
ſpiritual, which I did often, perhaps not al- 
way, add, as a limitation of the Promiſes 
made to Tſrael, which, under them, as Types, þ 
agreed to the Believers of the New Teſta+ 
ment, And where he brings in the ſame Ar- 
gument in other words, as a new Argument, 
he abuſes me 3 for all that were ingenuous of þ 
the Auditors will bear me witneſs, that by 
the many breaks (through his impertinent 
Harangues, which he hath had ſo much wit 
as to leave out) in the Diſcourſe, L was fain i 
to repeat the ſame Argument oyer and over, || 
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- | rogain an Anſwer. ] I urged alſo Heb.S.ro. 
which evidently proves, that the ſame Pxo- 
miſe made to the Iſrael of God, Fer. 32. 38. 
and Fey. 31.33 agrees to others than them, 
(viz;) all true Believers: And let any im- 
partial Perfon read his own report of his 
Anſwer, and they ſhall find it meer words, 
- Jand that he does himſelf as little ſervice to 
evade the Argument, as a Mouſe ina Tar- 
barrel, with all her ſirugling to get out. I 
urged further, That if the whole Covenant 
of Grace made with Tſrael, Fer. 32. 38. be- 
longs to all Believers, then part of it (viz.) 
the Promiſe of Perſeverance, ver. 40. But the 
whole does: Ergo, That part. ' The Conſe- 
quence ( which he ſtill ignorantly called the 
Major) I proved, becauſe that Branch of it 
was contained under the whole, as a Parti- 

lar under an Univerſal. And whereas he 
, fprings me in ſaying, Heb.$. 10. is partof 
he Coyenant of Grace, and therefore: the 
yhole 3 that's falſe ; and Mr. Fowler's inter- 


_— 
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t; fpolure ' (though he bafely conceals what he 
ff Jaid) was'to reproye him. for an undue re- 
y peatitig of my words, which were (as Mr, 
at IFozler told him) That Heb. 8. being part of 


he . Covenant of Grace, belongs to all Be- 6d 

tevers, under the-title of the Iſrael of God, I 

Rcaufe the whole does. + - 4 
E 3 2, As | 
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2. As Mr. Ives denied the Promiſe, Fer, 
32+ 40. was made to all Believers 3 fo he de- 
nicd that it was a Promiſe of Perſeverance at 
all, but that they may be read, But let them 
not depart from me 3. and for this quotes Cal- 
vin, whom he named not in the Conference, 
and ſubjoyns, ver. 39. that they may fear me. 
To which I anſwer him, that the worc 
(viz. ) vo my29 are rendred, and ſo owned 
by the Remonltrants ind: others,” That t/ 
may not depart, Ut non recedant. As for 
Calvin, he manifeſts his impudence to the 
height, in fathering ſuch an Interpretatio 
on him; Let any one that underſtanc 
Latin, read his Comment on Fer. 32. 40. and 
believe their owu eyes. Calvin does not 
:much'as mention any ſuch Tranſlation of thi 
- Hebrew words, but onely what our Tranſlati 
- on follows. As for ver. 39. that makes again 
: Mr. Joes for the ſence is the very ſame wit 
- ver. 40. (viz.) a Promiſe of Perſeverance i 
- the Fear of God, | This ſecond Branch « 
: Mr. Tvesr's Anſwer was brought in by (0 
impcriinent words of his, in the-midſt of 
Diſcourſe about'the Perſons.to whom the Prc 
mile was made, ſuppoting it ſuch: bur fe 
- order fake I have tranſpoſ:d it hither. $ 
his Book, pag: 133. ] The ſecond Promiſe ( 
Perſev<rance I alledged, was, Fohn = 
when 
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whence I argued thus 3 They that cannot be 
plucked out of Chriſt's hand, cannot fall 
away totally and finally from Grace : True 
Believers cannot be :plucked out of Chritt's 
hand : Ergoz True Believers cannot fall away 
totally, &c. To: which Mr. Toes anſwers, 
That 1 concluded not the Queſtion, becauſe I 
argued indefinitely, not wniverſally, | which 
Terms he uſed not then, fo far as Memory 
and Notes inform me :] But how timple 
this Anſwer is, let any judge ; for he firit, 
for his advantage, tated the Queſtion parti- 
cularly, (viz.) That ſome true Bclievers [not 
all | may fall away. Again, he oppoſes Inde- 
finite to Vniverſal 3 whereas an Indefinite Pro-= 
poſition may be cither Particular or Univer- 
ſal, as the matter is contingent or neceſſary. And 
he repeated my words in an Hypothetical 


form 3 If none' of the Sheep of Chriſt can 


be plucked out of Chritts hand, then ng true 
Bcliever can fall away, &c. and ſo denied the 
Major, the Conſequence he ſhould have faid, 
and being friendly admonilhed of his error, 
pretended they were all one : However, I 
told him the Conſequence was evident, be- 
cauſe all trae Believers are Chrifts Sheep 3 
which by his frequent diverſions I was tain to 


. xepeat, and he would outface me then, 45 
- now in his Book, that-Lintended each Repe- 
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per idem; "whereas I ſtuck to that 
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tition for anew Medizm, and fo _ idem 

| ropofiti- 
on, till I had a plain and dire& Anſwer. At 
laſt he ſaid, That Metaphors prove nothing, 
I told him, Yes, they did in that Similitude 
upon which they are gronnded 3 -and there- 
upon appealed to Mr. Fowler, as Moderator, 
whom at firſt T propoſed to Mr. Ives for that 
Office, if he would pleaſe to undertake it; 
which was the reafon of his fo frequent in- 
terpoſare, that he might ſhew Mr. Ives when 
1 proved diredly, and he an(wered not di- 
rectly. At laſt he told us, That the Promile 


' . referred to the day of Judgment 3 That when 


Chrifts Sheep are poſſeſſed of Eternal Life, 
they ſhall not beptucked out of' his hand, or 
periſh : Which was fo abſurd. ani Interpreta- 
tion, That Mr. Fowler asked him ſolemnly, 
Whether he himſelf did believe” it? To 
which the (im of his Anſwer was, That it 


"was no abſurdity. Here he quoted Anpwſtin, 


as holding that ſome true Believers may fall 
away. Mr. Fowler's Anſwer I ſhall:xefer to 


the Appendix. When Mr, Fowler and he 


had done, I repeated my former Argumeat, 


-and Mr. Tves denied that that Phraſe of 


Chbrifts Sheep included all erye Believers 3 which 


'I proved 4#rom the deſcription, ver. 29; that 
they hears Chrijts voice; and know him, _—_ 
ht 


z 
. 


| Whereas I: did\not» adcule-bim-3 fox M 
. tion ſuppales-a:Fault,, whereas 
4 ——_ of many things was ngt ſuch 3: at 


ad « 
low = ThenlI proceeded from Math. 7-24. 
Pſal. 1. 
' Args 4 It true Believers be every where in 
Scripture ſet forgh' þy Similicudes' that note 
ſtability and firmneſs, then they cannot fall 
away from Grace totally and fnally.: Sed ve+ 
rum pris: Ergo, & poſterivs. Here he de- 
nied the mejor againz- he was fo dull, he 
could not think of a'Conſequence, though of- 
ten told 3 and would not -be perſwaded to 
anſwer, becauſe it wasa Parable ;-To which 
] replied,” That even Parablcs do afford. Me- 
diums from their general ſcope 3 and rhe 
ground of the Mctaphor it: Matth, 7. 24, was 
evident, (viz.) That a true Believer is'com- 
pared to an Houſe buile on a Rock, becauſe 
they agree in uno tertio ſtability and: firmneſs, 


-notwithſlanding afſaults that might endan- 
-ger.their fall, »But he continuing obſtinate, 


I told him he was a conceited ignorant Per» 


ſon, not Fellow, ( as-he quotes my, words, 
both there, and twice betid.s. ).. Upon,my 

. calling him fo, he produced a Book of maine, 
which I was necellicated by they milcepgees 


£0 publiſh againſt; the Quakers , ' where! 
accuſed Chriſt of i ignorante, as he. pretended 
ccula 
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his ignorance of the day of Judgment, Mat.24» 
36. What I ſaid, was, that it was not evi- 
dent from Scripture, that Chriſt did, as Man, 
know Judas to be a Devil from the firſt mo- 
ment of his choice of him. - What I accuſed 
Mr. Tves of difingenuity in, was his not read- 
ing the laf} Clauſe of the Paragraph in 'my 
Book,” concerning Chriſts ignorance z where- 
in I ſay, Whether that foregoing Aſſertion}] 
be truer falſe, yet Chriſt might deal with 
"Fudas according to what he was viſi- 
ty > Yethath Mr. Toes the front to affirm, 
"That the Perſon he employed read word for 
word ; whereas all took notice, that he ſtop- 
"ped him at the laſt Clauſe, which therefore, 
-when [ had the Book, I read my felf.. I alfo 
accuſed Mr. Ives,” I confe(s, for diſturbing us 
with "impertinencies; for what was my mi- 
- take in that Aſſertion, to the Saints Perſeve- 
"rahce?* . ' 2.4.8 
 ifrg, 4 Whatſoever our Lord Jeſus Chriſt 
"Marth prayed for, ſhall certainly come to pals: 
-Biif'he hath prayed for the Saints Perſeve- 
* ratice;/ or that they may'\not fall away totally 
-p Aaally from Grace: Ergo, The Saints 
: { ſevere. | | ; 
Phe #2jr proved by Fobn 11. 42 And I 
k ys' Chrift fo. the "Father): that thou 
beareft me always 3+ To which Mr. Ives te- 
| turfied 
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turned no anſwer, but denicd the rajor;. and: 
inſtanced in Chriſts Prayer, Luke 23. 34- 
which he pretended was not anſivered, f64 
cauſe all Chriſts Enemies thac put him: 20 
death were not forgiven. To which I re« 
plied, 1. That it was anſwered in the con- 
verſion of 3000 of them, Ar 2. 2g, 41. and 
that the term #hems is taken indehnitely.: Td 
which Mr. Ives replied, That an Indefinite is 
equivalent to an Univerſal ; But I rejoyned to 
him, That it is not alway fo, but oncly ſome- 
times, (viz. ) in materia neceſſariz, non contins 


genti > which I would have explained to him, . 


but that his rude clamor would not give ,me 
leave : but I ſhall now do it, for the help of 
the unlearned. In Logick we' call that an 
Indetinite Propoſition or Enunciation, which 
hath no Note of Quantity Univerſalor Pax- 
ticular ſet before ir, ' but yer mult ever be un- 
derſtood cither Univerſally, or Particulanly'3 
as, Man 11 a reaſonable Creates Mathers love 
their Children. In the former Infagacegrme 
nnderftand every Man ; Ia the-latter,: ſome 
Mothers. In the former Igltance, we-calbthe 
Predicate, or that which is atv med. of: Man, 
(vi&.) a reaſonable Creature, materia 
or that whi.h agrees to Man neceſſarily; for 
we'cannot conceive 2 Man nott6 be (ageaſo- 
nable Creature, without a contraditiong, Tn 


the 
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the latter 
that whi ws Oe of Mothers , (viz.) 
That they love their Children, materia contin* 
gens, that is, that which may'be, or not be, 
wn Mothers 3 for one Brarich of natural Cor- 
ruption , [is £0. be without nataral affedion, 
2 Tim. 3-3. A5ogyal in the Original, expertes 
ebtritatis naturakis, Scultetus in loe. 'that is, 
without thoſe affed&ions which by inſtin& of 
Nature we bear tothoſe thae in Nature and 
Blood are conjoyned to us, 'fack as are thoſe 
berwecen Parents and Children. © To apply 
all. this now -to the Text before us, Luke 2 3. 

34. compared. with Fohy 17. 24. 'where 
Chrit{peaking of the Ele&, prays indefinite- 
I, Father, I willthat they alſo whom thou haſt 
me; be with me where 1 am, that they 
-may behold my Glory, &c. In the former place, 

-Chrift prays but for. ſome of his Perſecuters : 


\Faches had given him 3: though ſome is not 
-mithe' one place, nor #ll in the 
ex'#-* Becauſe the EleQion of God made 
5the Salvation of eli thoſethat were given to 
Chit neceſſary, and buy onely of ſome of bis 
oxen, (1 (viz. ) thoſe. that were ——_E 
_—_ win to Mr. Toes, That chis Prey- 
«gr af Chritts, though made @s a-proivere Per- 


ſon, 


- 


e, we call the Predicate, or | 


Indie latter place he prays for all that the - 
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ſan,” and not. as Mediator, by vertue of that- 
Law of Love which requires .us to pray for: 
them that deſpicefully uſe us, and perſecute 
us, Matth. 5. 44-: which Law he was under; 
by being made under the Law, Gal. 4. 4. was 
yet anſwered, as truly, as thoſe Prayers which 
he made as . Medidtor , ſuppoling (but not 
ranting) that he prayed for all; becauſe, if 
e did, there was then ſuch a Condition, in 
reſpe& of the diſpoſition of the Party pray= 
ing, implicd, as to the forgivencſs of all his 
Perſecuters, as was exprefſed, when he prayed 
for his. own natural life, (viz.,) Nevertbelefl, 
not my will, but thy will be dove, Luke'22. 42. 
[ Where note Mr.. Ives miſrepreſenting of -my 
words, as if I acknowledged - that fome of 
Chriſts Prayers were not antwered. ] Where» 
upon Mr. Tves demanded of me, Where that 
diftindtion between Chriſts praying as a pris. 
vate Perſon, and as a Mediator, was found ? 
I replied in Fohn 17. 24. and Matth. 26. 39% 
compar'd together z which 1 would have 
made out, but that he drown'd mine, with . 
bis Stentorian Voice, and, Pate-like, asked 
a Queſtion which he would not take an Ans 
ſwer to, Fobn 18, 38. I ſhall (ay onely thus 
much now, that 3# the one he prayed+ for 
thoſe 'that were given to him 3 i# the other 
place, for the prevention. of his own _ | 
ene 
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the print whereof, would haye rendred hirfi 


uncapable of being our Mediator. 
© * 3. Inow reply, (what I had then for ſub- 
Nance in my thoughts,when I diſcourſed with 
Mr.lves,but prevented in (peaking it, & many 
other things, by his uncivil demeanour) That 
in ſtrictoeſs of ſpeech there is #o Prayer but 
what is abſolute z which I ground upon the 
nature of Prayer, (iz.) a ſubmils repreſenta- 
tion of or Will before God, to the end it 
may be performi:d by him, The repreſenta- 
tion of a Velleity, whereby we would wilt a 
thing, if ſomething did not hinder, is not 
Prayer, properly fo called. The words are 
Ames's, tranſlated out of his Coronit, Art. 5. 
cap. 5. which yet was the Judgment of Ar- 
minius himfſclt, as the faid Dr. Ames there 
aſſures us upon the report of credible Per- 
fons, who heard Arminius in his publick Di- 
ſputations deliver himſelf to that effet. I 
hnd alfo the ſame Aﬀertion in Becanus Sum. 
Theol. Tom. 5. cap. 17. queſt. 3, where, among 
; Other Reaſons, he gives this, which is popular 
and plain;' Nam noſtra oratio debet effe con- 
Junita cum certa ſpe ſen fiducia conſequendi id 
quod petimus , ' 4 I. 6, &c. 1, e. For our 
Prayer ought to be joyned with a certain 
hope or aſſurance of obtaining that which we 
pray for, 7am. 1. 6. and Matth, 21. 22. _= 
Tous win 
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when we propound or manifeſt a bare, uneffes 
Qual defire, we do it not with a certain confi- 
dence of obtaining what is deſired, but rather 
with aſſurance of the contrary 3 as if a Man 
ſhould pray, Oh that God would let me live 
|, over again my time that is paſt, Thus far De- 
canus; But I muſi confeſs, the firſt that I met 
this Notion in, was Mr.Richard Hooker,a very 
learned Perſon, Eccleſiaſt. Polity, lib. 5. me. 48. 
where he ſays, Of Prayer thereare two uſes : 
It ſerveth as a mean to procure thoſe things 
which God hath mn to grant when we 
ask 3 and it ſerveth as a mean to expreſs our 
lawful defires alſo towards that, which whe- 
ther we ſhall have, or no, we know not, till 
we ſee the event. Onely Mr. Hyoker ſeems 
to differ from the Learned Men above-men- 
tioned, in that he makes it an over-reſtrained 
conſideration of Prayer, to tye it onely to 
this uſe, to be a choſen mean, whereby the 
Will reſolveth to ſeek that, which the Under- 
ſtanding certainly knoweth it ſhall obtain, I 
have infiſted the longer 'on this, becauſe it 
may many ways be uſeful tous, and fully 
anſwers the Arminians cavil about Chriſfts not 
being anſwered in ſome of his Prayers. For it 
we hold, that no repreſentation of our deſire 
to God, of what we do not abſolutely peti- 
ion for, js ſtrictly a Prayer 3 then our 1ajor 
Pxo- 
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Propoſition, Whatever Chrift prayed for;he 
was heard in, is true, without limitation; [| 
and Mr. Ives, and other Arminians, Remon- 
ftrants, &c. inſtance inſufficient, If.weſup- | 
poſe, that ſuch a repreſentation of our defires 
to God, may. be called Prayer 3 yet our major 
is true, according to the more common ac- 
ception of the term Prayer, and our uſe of it 
in the Aſſumption or minor, (viz. ) for ſuch a 
repreſentation of. Chriſts defire to God: in 
general, and of Perſeverance in particular, |; 
as ſerved for a means to procure what God 
had promiſed to grant him.  -. 

Another - Inſtance which the Remanſtrant: 
give of Chrifts Prayer not anſwered, is Joh. 17, |; 
25, 21. where be prays, That they may be kept 
few evil, and be one among themſelves 1 yet hit 

do they ſin, and diſagree. 

Anſw. Ames, that Remonſtrantium mallew, [ſi 
puty-an Anſwer in my mouth; Chriſt does} 
not -pray for their immediate deliveranceſto 
fron all evil, nor ſo from diſcord ; . but for am 
——_ deliverance, as = 4. 12, 13+» im-{ 


4 » 
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ic | Anſw. The 20th verſe takes of that Gloſs, 
13 | Neither pray I for theſe alone, &c. 

i= 2. Thatbyenvil, verle 15. may be meant only 
D- | Perſecutions , and particularly thoſe that did 
& | attend Chriſts apprebenſion and death. 

or #  Anſw. Suppoſing what they affirm , yet 
c> Ithofe Perſecutions were conſidered as Temes 
It [p2ations to Apoſtacy3 and therefore all other 
a | Temptations mult be included, which might 
in [endanger their fall ex naturs rei. And ver. 12. 
r, ſintimates, that he had hitherto kept them 
od ffrom that evil by which Fudas fell, which 
was not Perſecution, but Covetouſnels. 

25} To thatother place of Scripture, Luke 22. 
z2, the Arminians lay, 

That this might be a ſpecial Privilege of Pe= 
er and the Apoſtles. 

| Anſw. 1. Then hereby we gain a Conceſ(> 
ws, fſion of what overthrows their grand Argu- 
zesIments for the poflibility of any true Believers 
eftotal and fnal Apoſtacy. 1.That the predeter- 
r aImination or Decree abſolute of perſeverance, 
m-{deprives the Will of its native liberty. 
+ [. That Admonitions to avoid a Danger in 
hepny reſpet impolhble, are vain and ulcle(s; 
ri-for after this Prayer, Chriſt ſays to the Diſci- 
ples, Ariſe, and pray, that ye center not into 
« Pempration, Luke 22. 46. 3+ That a true 
theſſliever falls away at leaſt totally from 
C2 "I when 


when' he: falls into heynous {ins (fuch as we 

readily acknowledge Peters denying his Ma- 

ſier to have bcen,) 

| Anſwn. 2, But we deny that this Promiſe: 
was to Peter alone, verſe 31. vugs, ye, in the 
phurak Number, ver. 28, 29, Chriſt promiſes 
them a Kingdom for continmng with him in 
his Temptations, which muſt look forward, 
as well. 35 backward ; for, He that endures to 
the end;fhall be ſaved, Mat. 24. 13. nor yet to, 

the Apofiles onely (as we ſawbetore, Foh. 17. 

1:5, 20.) 

To thoſe four Arguments diſcuſſed, I (hall 
add two more, which we had not time to de- 
bate. | 

- Arg. 5- Whatever neceſſary to their Sal- 
vation the Saints pray for, they fhall obtazn : 

Bot the- Saints pray for perſeverance, and 

1t1s neceſſary to their Salvation : Ergo, They 

ſhall obtain it. The major is evident by 
Fobn 16.13. 1 Fob 5, 14. The minor, by 

Matth. 6. 13, Deliver us from evil. 

: To the mixor the Arminians objec, That in 
that place the Saints pray, that #bey may not 
be lead into temptation at all," and yet are nt 
beard in that. : Tr 
+ £nſw. 15 Iþ the-20tal exemption from fin 

£4 Mercy the Saints liave no warraut by pro: 

tor expc@an.this bc, then the. Saunt 

Yo 4 | Pray 


hs 
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by. ob 
Prayer for that, is not Prayer [ ſtrictly (o'@al- 
led} as I ſhewed before) but a repreſentation 
of their defire-of a thing init ſelf defirable t 
And look what Anſwer may be made about 
Chriſts not being heard, when he prayed that - 
the Cup might paſs from him, Matth. 26. 393 
the ſame will ſuthce ( mutatis mutandi) to 
invalidate the Arminians pretence. 

Anſw. 24 [This Exception oppoſes not <- 
ther of our Propolitions, in which there is 
a limitation of that Prayer of the Saints that 
ſhall always be heard, by giving the very thing 
prayed for, to that which is neceſſary to #he 
Saints Salvation, which "a not leadins mto 
temptation at all, is not. 

- Arg. 6. None of the Elect can fall away 
totally and finally from Grace : But all true 
Believers are Ele& : Ergo, No true Believers 
can fall away totally and faally from Graces 
: I prove the major and minar, firlt by Argu=- 
ments, then by plain Scripture. e' 

The major is denicd, becauſe the Arminions 
ſuppoſe the Decree of God concerning Mens 
Salvation (which we call Ele&4#) tobe con- 
ditional ; againſt which I argue thus. 

Arg. 1. It Election be conditional, then 
it is uncertain': But it is not uncertaia ; Er< 
gy, It is not conditional. p 

t prove the Conſequence thus: | 
F 2 That 
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\ That which depends on the Freedom of 
Mans Will, is uncertain : But conditional 
Ele&tion depends on the Freedom of Mans 
Will : Therefore it is uncertain. 

The Arminians deny the major, becauſe 
God did forcknow mens Faith. To which 
I reply,That upon their Hypotheſis, God did 
not, nor could foreknow the Perſons Faith 
whom he conditionally Ele&ed 3 which I 
prove thus. 

That which was not future, God could 
not foreknow : But the Faith of the condi- 
tionally EleQted was not future : Ergo, Their 
Faith God conld not forcknow. 

The miner is proved thus ; 

* What God did not will, was not fucure : 
But God did not will the Faith of the condi- 
tionally cleted : Ergo, Their Faith was not 
fituxe. The miner is their own ; for they 
hold the terminus ad quem predeſtinationis to 
be only Glory, not Grace, 3. e. That God 
wills Glory or Salvation to Believers, not 
Faith it ſelf. 

The major I prove thus : 

If that was future wich God did not will, 
then there was an Effe& without a Caule ; 
But the Conſequent is talſe : Ergo, fo is the 
.Antecedent. 

The Conſequence is evident, becauſe from 
Krernity | 


ET" "TR 

Eternity there was nothing to cauſe - that” {a 
which was poſlible, to become future, butthe 
Will of God : Ergo, If any:thing was future, 
; which God did not will,'twas an Effect with- 
' onta Cauſe.{ And this is the infoluble demon- 
ftration. that cuts the throat of Scientia me- 
dia, whereupon the Feſwits, and Arminians, 
and all thoſe that oppoſe the abſoluteneſs of 
Gods Decrees, do and muſt relie, unleſs they 
will turn Atheiſts, and with Cicero deny that *+ 
God forcknows things to come, ſays the pro-. 
found Twiſſe againft Cotton of Predeſtination, 
pag. 69, and hath irrefragably proved it in 
that large and elaborate Tra De Scientia 
media. | | 

I argue againſt the conditional Decree 
which the Arminiany extend even to thoſ® 
that are in the event damned ; though wigh- 
al they affirm, That he forcknows who will, 
and who wil not perform that Condition, 
(viz.) Believing in Chriſt, and perſevering i 
that Belief.  - F . 
Arg. 2. That which imputes Folly td 
God, is not to be aſcribed to God : But fo 
does a conditional Decree of faviag thoſe 
whom God forcknows will not believe, and 
{o will be damned : Ergo, Such a conditional 
Decree is not to be aſcribed to God. | 

The minor is evident, becauſe a conditional 
F 3 Decree -. 


” 


| Dectree makes God to reſolve to do that which | 
for want of the performance of a Condition, / 
which he knows will never be performed, he: 
is reſolved not to:do; (vis.) to ſave thole if 
they believe, whom he knows- never will be- | 
lieve, and therefore for heir unbelief 1s re+ : 
ſolved to danan.: .:. - 


Many things the as urge for theie: | 


conditional Decree of Elc&ion, whoſe pro- 
per ſeatis the Doftrine of Predeſtination. I -- 
will therefore onely take notice of one. 

AHrg- God bath elected Men to Salvation 
by Faith i in Chriftperlcvered in.; Ergo, Such 
Faith is the inſtrumental Cauſe or Condition. 
of the Decree of Election. 

--Anſw. We deny the Conſequence. The 
@nſequent ought to be, Ergo; Faith is the 
infxumental Cauſe of Salvation decreed. And: 
that we acknowledge. 

We now proceed to the proof of the mi- 
nor; ' All true Believers are Ele :. For this:the 
Arminians deny, and aſſert, That/not Faith 
fimply, but perſevercd in, is the. condition of 
Election, Againſt which Reaſon of theirs, I 
. thallonely urge theſe Arguments, 

Arg. 1. It perſeverance. in Faith: be a Con» 
dition requiſite 'in the Object of  EleQtion; 
then no man whilli he is living i5-the Obs 

ct 
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ject of EleQign [or an Bl pirſorf]z Bike 
ſome men whilſt they are hving are rl ned 
Ele&ion, or Ele&: perſuns: Ergo, Perieve- 
rance in Faith'is not a Condition cot i 
the Objetof Election. 

The Conſequence is evident upon their own 
| grounds, becauſe (ay they) anyone that 'it-a 
rue Believer may fall away; and *tis onely 
he that endureth 10 the end ſhall be ſaved, our 

Lord tells' us, Matth. 24. 13. 

The minor is evident by 1 Theff: 5: 9. For 
God hath not appointed ns to wrath, but to' ob- 
tain Salvation by our Lord Feſus Chriſt, Rom. 
II. 7. Believers are called the Eleon inthe 
abſtract, which is more emphatical than' to 
be barely called Ele&, and intimates the cauſe 
of their preſent obtaining ot Righteouſneſs," 
becauſe at preſent Eled. 

For the proot of my minor, I argue thus 
again. 

Arg. 2. If true Faith bea fruitof Eleti- 
on, then all true Believers are"Ble&t : But 
the Antecedent is true: Ergo, The Confe- 
quenr, I prove the Antecedent, firſt; by 
Epb. I. 5- Havm 's predeſtinated us to the Adb- 
ption of Children, &c. compared with Fob x. 
12. But av many 45 received bim, to them gave 
he power to become the Sons "of God, "even to 


* them that believe on his Name. Whence 1 argue + 
F 4 *  . ey 


767] (| 
thus: He that hath predeſtinafed to a State 
or Relation, hath predeſtinated to the-Foun- 
dation of that State or Relation : But God 
hath predeſtinated ſome to a State or Relatj- 
on, (viz) Adoption: Ergo, He bath predeſti- 
nated them alſo to the Foundation of that 
State or Relation, (viz. )) to Faith, 

The major is evident, as otherwiſe, ſo by 
the inſtance of David, who being deſign'd to 
be Saxls Son-in:Law, was alſo deſigned to 
marry his Daughter, 1 Sam. 18. 21. for with- 
out ſuch marriage, he could not ſtand in ſuch 
xelation to Saxl. Again, I prove it by that 
Appellation- given to Faith, Tit. I. 1- The 
Faith of Gods Ele. There can be no reaſon 
given hereof, but becauſe it- is peculiar to the 
Ele&: and why is it (0? Becauſe either all 
that have true Faith are Gods Ele& (which 
the Arminians deny), or elſe becauſe true 

Faith 1s a Fruit of Ele&ion, | whence that 
-which they deny does evidently enough fol- 
low] as Moulin obſerves, Anat. Armin.cap.19., 
on) ONE | 
- 4 now go on in the proof of my major, | 
that none of the Ele& can fall away. totally 
.and finally from true Grace, by Scriptures. 
. Firſt Scripture is, Matth. 24. 24. For there 
ſhall ariſe faiſe Chriſts , and falſe Prophess, || 

and ſhall ſew: great figns and wonders, info- 
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le) they ſhall deceive 
the very 


To which place many ' Exceptions 'are 
made. 

1+ As to the Perſons, That by Elcd are 
not underſtood the br a of Gods abſolute 
will or purpoſe of Salvation 3 but choice Be- 
lievers,or ſuch as Abrabam was frrong i in Faith, 
Kom. 4. 20. | 

- -Anſw. 1. It is not impoſſible that even they 
ſhould be deceived (according to the Armint- 
ans own opinion.) 

' 2. The ſpecial proviſion God makes for 
the Ele, in ſhortning thoſe perillous days, 
Matth. 24-22. ſhould rather be made for weak 
Believers, than irong ones, becauſe the for- 
mer-need it more. 


* 2. As to the Phraſe, If it were poſſible, they - _ 


except, That it notes onely a great difficulty, 
not.a ſimple impoſſibility. 

Anſw. 1. We do not aſſert a ſimple impoſ- 
ſibility, bur ex hypotbeſs, or upon ſuppoſition 
of Gods Decree and Promiſe. 

2, It by impoſſible, be meant only difh- 
cult 3 then by poffible, is meant eafie': Bpt 
to interpret the Phraſe [rh here, is repugnant 
to the ſcope, which is to ſhew the gaxtraordi- 
nary diligence and ſucceſs of the Scdoeets, 
that, like the Devil, they would cven'fet hep 
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Chrift himſelf, and Teave no Rone unturned, 
no means unuſed, to accompliſh their defign\ 
Tf it were but a difficult thing, and not 1m- 
poſlible, they would make new onſets, though 
frequently beaten off. 

3. As to the Evens, they obje&t, That it 
is ſedation, not final and total, but partial, 
that the Letter of the Text imports. 

Anſw. 1. The place it (elf ſuggeſts grofs 
and damnable errors, (viz) to look for ano« 
ther Meſfras than the true, ver. 23. 

2. It intimates the final deceiving of ſome, 


In oppoſition to the final perſeverance of F 


others, ver. 11, 12, 13. 

4+ The Arminiaxs obje&, That the Ele& 
could not be feduced by the Seducers ; there- 
fore they could not fall away. of themſelves, 


"*5a bad Conſequence. 


Anſw. 1. Nor is that onr Conſequence, but 


.this, They that cannot be ſeduced by any 
' means, cannot. be ſeguced 'by falſe Prophets. 
2. That Conſequence is not abſurd, 1. Be-- 


auſe the ſeduction of falſe Teachers is moſt 
Uar ns called thererfore ivigycaa;, the 
working of Satan, 2 Theſſ. 2: 9. vis efficax, an 


effefiual working (as we may lay) an endea- 
Py | 


7 cannot fail of ſuccels, and ivig- 
* tas, flrong deluſions, verſe 11. ſome 
der it efficacy of confenage, that whichwill 
impoſe 
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mpoſe upot the moſt (agacious and 
: ppoſ my by ateatocr of edu@iok our 
rſt Parents fell, Gey. 3. And by the like rea- 
on that the Apoſtle ſays, If any man offend 
+ in' word, the ſame is able ygiſo to bridle the 
whole body, Fames.3» 2+ we may lay, He that 
zan withitand the attempts of Seducers, may 
ee able to withſtand any other aſſault,” 2. That 
Conſequence is not without another ground 
o ſapport; it , (viz.) Becauſe he: that falls 
away cf himſelf, ſeduces himſelf ; for he af- 
ſents' to ſfomegtallhood under the ſhew of 
- Btruth ; Whatever therefore it 15: in him, that 
| Fſecures him from the danger of. being ſediiced 
by others, will be alſo his ſecurity again ſe- 
duQion by himſelf, F 
A ſecond Scripture to prove, That »he Ele 
 Bcannet fall awiy,&c."18, Rom. 1K: 2. God hath 
not caſt away his People whom he foreknew: 
Where by foreknowing .we muſt underſtand 
(according to the frequent uſage of the Phrafe 
in Scripture) a. knowledge ' accompanitd with 
offeftion;, and we mutt obſerve;that the Apo» 
{tle intimates a-diſtinRion - between! caſting 
away.lame of his People who were not fares 
known', and the uot caſting. away thoſe that 
were: of whom he gives himſelt an Ioftance; 
ver. © This premiledFargue thus. Thals 
whom God caſtsnot off, "cannot tall away Te 
5, tally” 
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tallyand finally from Grace: ny thoſe whom 
God foreknew, he caſts not off: Ergo, Thoſe 
whom God forcknows, {or the TRE] cannot! þ4 
fall away, &c. 

[The #n2jor is egident, becauſe God. caſts of] * 
none but Unbelievers. The' minor the Texth" 7 
-affords. * 

But 'the Arminians anſwer to the minor,þ,s 
| That though God caſts not off Men,they may[[;* 
caſt away themſclyes, and {o ceaſe to be Gods a 
People. he 

Anſw. This is fond 3 for if they did caſt} 
oF God, 'God muſt needs'caft off them, ac}, | 
cording to 1 Chron. 28. 9. ue 


A 


To Mr. Ives's Appendix. 


1]Pon mo of what I have already ; cha 
'I find a few words will ſuffice. They that 
would be Eatisfied as to the Judgment of the 
Fathers,” about the Saints perſeverance, ma 
find —__ enough for that end,collected tc 
their hands, in Dr, Kendal's Santi Sanciti in 
Englifs, and in Latin in Hier. Zanch. de. Per 
Sartl in Miſcell. V. 3. Oper. And as fo 
poſi "tis well known that he wrote a 
#e ' Perſever. Sant}, and diſt 


C8f] 
Joften between common and ſpecial Graee, as 
IMr. Fowler told Mr. Ives. And as for that 
worthy perſon Mr. Rich.rd Baxter, he does 
ſnot determine againſt the Point, as we hold 
, it, but ſays, From Matth. 13. 6, 21..it may 
-Þyell be inferred, that thoſe ſhall not fall away in 
ice of temptation, in -whom the Word of God 
\fhath taken deep rooting. In the 11th of bis 32 
g vrecions, pag. 107. | 

As for the Charge of Antinomianiſm, and 

7 the Paſſages he quotes out of Mr. Cottons Cove _ 
"Bof Grace, Mr. Bridger, Dr. Owen, however in 
ome Particulars they may found, I think the 

Reverend Mr. Caryl (whom Mr. Toes reflets 
- Yupon for writing a Commendatory Epilile to 
Mr. Cotton's Tra# abovementioned) ſpeaks 
the ſenſe of them all, in his excellent Com- 
ment upon Fob. r0.15. They put daugerow 
uþpoſitions oppolite to theſe, who lay, Let s 
godly man be never ſo wicked. let bim fin as mucb 
N 45 be will, yet is ſhall be well with bims {which 
is the language of ſuch as Dr. Crzſp, whom 
Mr. Jves quotes, and -we Lion] "Though 
bers be a truth in it, that hw mnch  ſoever a 


dly aha! Cab wes be pardoned; yet 


6 
t 


Febe Seripture uſeth na ſuch language: «nd the 
JForm of Whboleſom Words teagheth every man, 
$r4ther 20 ſpeak thus, If T be wicked, then woe 
»ntome. Thus far Mr. Caryt, to whoml fi 
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' fibe. And as ſmoothly as Mr. Tve thinks 
© carty it, he forgets, or underſtands-nor, 
that Dr. Criſp ſpeaks of - the Ele& but the 
other Divincs of Believers, which are not 
convertible terms 3 for though all Believers are 
Ele, yet the Eled are not 3þſo faFo Believers 
as ſoon as they exiſt ini the World. Now- we 
who hold, that tbe Elec} are Children of Wrath] - 
as well as others,during their ſtate of unbdlief, 
do yet hold alſo,that to thoſe Elect,being once 

2lievers, there 1; no condemnation, Roms. 11] 
As for the denial of Conditions in the New| 
Covenant by the other Divines abovementi- 
oned, I will not conteſt about” Terms, if}- 
they will but grant, That the New Covenant it 
not abſolute, in oppoſition to any Means or Order 
which God hath appointed for obtaining tht 

* Benefits of it though T ſee no harm in the 
term Conditzon, as applied to the New Cove- 
nant. As: for Mr. Fer. Burroughs aſſerting 
of remiſſion of all ſins, paſt, preſent, and to come; 

I ſuppoſe he means with Ames, that fins pa 
are remitted formally ; future fins but vert 
ally. Med. Theol, lib. 1. cap. 27. ne 24+ Becauk 
he chat hath been forgiven one fin, All nc 
be condemned for anothet. Set Col. 2: 13. 
find not any thing le Worth the taking nc 

tice" of, but His Anſwers '0 'two of our A 

Apments againſt cheiey' DoGtrine of Saint 

, Apoſtacy: 
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Comfort. To which he anſwers qut of Mr, 


yh. Baxter, That a comfertable life may be led 
” withdait Aſſurance. To which I reply, That ' 


the experience of Adams frailty givesus, who 
have remains of ſin in us, more cauſe to fear -j 
our.ſtanding,if left (as he) to our ſelves. And "4 
on *ris the ſtrongeſt conſolation we are capable 
9 of, or can defire in this life, that we ſhall be 


<>, preſerved from every evil work #0. Gods beavenly 
1CC ® . 

|. Kingdom, 2 Tim. 4.17. The fecond Argu- 
oIi y . 
-ol ment which Mr. Ives pretends to anſwer, is, 


That the Saints Apoſtacy makes Gods love + 
Us changeable. To which he anſwers, That Godg 
' love is upon condition. I reply, Gods love ig 
F " taken in Scripture two ways, which the 
"f Schools call Amor erdinativus & ollativus, 
thy that 15, for Gods purpoſe of doing men good, 
nk which 1s one and the ſame whillt Unbelies 
| vers, or Believers 3 and of this Love there nets 1 
"5 thexis nor can be any Condition (as under the 
fixth Argxment of Eleftion T havt þro * | 


And. for the performance of this þ  v; ol 
actual collation'ot the benefits % poles of a6 
thus Faith 15 a qualiheation of the Subje, 3 
_ the renb? of the Goſpel, tv the > 
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articipation gf the benefits tender'd therdith. 3 
d*tis Gods Lhe ins the former ſenſe, which /3*Þ 


we (ay wete'changeable; ſhovld he-ganinany 2X 
vt Ot 4 & © ' ex p We 
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= ac Belicver. As for his tory' out of Dy. 
”* - Perce, That woman that believed not thet Adul- 
 -- tery had dine ber any burt, nor was damnable in 
* ber, wor leſſen dthe favour of God, niderſthod not 
vur DoErine, for the tain of Sin ſurely is an' 
hurt; and the ſtate of Grace takes notaway 
the demerit of Damnation, though it prevents 
that event; and though the ſins of Believers 
leſſen not the favour or love of God, in the firſt . 
acception above-mentioned, #. e. makes not his 
purpoſe of no effefi : Yet it does in the ſecond 
acception, for it procures God's with-draw-.. 
* ng, &c. To conclude, I heartily wiſh and 
- Þray, That God would remove from Mr. Ives 
the way of Lying, and cloath him with Hu- 
Mility, and give him Repentance, to the ac- 
knowledging of the Truth, that he may not 
be more aſhamed to have his Ignorance 

; Known, then deſirous to haveit en, 


POSTSCRIPT. 


Hat Mr. Ives relates at the cloſe, of the 
= | orderly behaviour'gf his own Parry,and 
a orderly of ours, is ſo evidently falſe, That if he 
- had not a Brow of Braſs, he would not have dar'd to 
» charge the innocent,and diſcharge the guilty. I ap- 
| ro all indifferent Auditors, whether Mr. Tves's 
Party's carriage at our Conference, did not confirm 
the common opinion of ſober Perſons, vi2, That 
3s not 4 ruder ſort of People (the Quakers not excepted) 
& than Arminian Avabapriſts. FINIS. 


S Ta Pag.3. l.1o, for Affidavit read Affirmative. 
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